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LONDON, NOVEMBER 2, 1867. 
—_—~— 

THE LONG VACATION which has just closed has 
presented a remarkable contrast to that of 1866, so far 
as regards the business transacted in chambers. There 
has doubtless been no lack of applications; but they have 
partaken of the most ordinary and routine character. 
Last year, instead of sitting two days each week, the 
Chief Clerk was hardly driven to get through the mass 
of business in four; and the applications were of a 
character needing frequently earnest and immediate at- 
tention. The effects of the financial collapse were still 
-severely felt; and it was imperatively necessary in 
many instances to appoint an ad interim liquidator to 
protect thé assets and property of proprietary bodies. 
The absence of this class of business during the vacation 
now at an end, may therefore be regarded as hopeful for 
the monetary and commercial public. 








WE UNDERSTAND that this day (Saturday) an appli- 
cation will be made to the Court of Queen’s Bench, at 
its sitting at Westminster, on the return of the judges 
from the Chancellor’s breakfast, on the part of the Rev. 
A. H, Mackonochie to restrain the Commissioners (Dr. 
Travers Twiss and Dr. Rubertson) whohave been appointed 
by the present Dean of the Arches (Sir Robert Phillimore) 
as his deputies to hear and determine the cause now 
pending in the Arches Court with reference to the ritua- 
listic practices at St. Albans, Holborn, from hearing the 
cause upon the ground that the Dean of the Arches has 
no power to delegate his judicial office in a cause of 
appeal. We pronounce no opinion upon the point, but 
it is unquestionably important that the delegation of the 
office of a judge in a superior court, and particularly in 
a matter of appeal,should be most jealously guarded, and 
that the practice should be clearly established as a 
matter of custom before it is permitted to take place. 
In the Courts of Common Law such a question could not 
arise, it having been laid down as a principle of law, at 
as early a period as the reign of Edward IV., that “the 
Kiog cannot grant a judicial office to anyone with power 
to make a deputy.” 





It will be for the Court of Queen’s Bench to determine 
whether the objection to the tribunal taken by Mr. 
Mackonochie’s advisers is well founded. We believe, 
however, that no instance can be discovered of the judge 
of the Arches Court ever having delegated the hearing 
of a cause of appeal, and this fact will go a great way 
upon the question of custom. We alsounderstand, which 
is a matter of more importance, that the application for 
a prohibition will not simply be confined to the question 
of the competency of the special tribunal, which has 
been constituted, but will extend to the whole merits of 
the case. “It will be contended on the part of Mr. 
Mackonochie that the citation and artivles of charge, 
which constitute the caseof the promoter of the pro- 
ceedings, disclose no ecclesiastical offence whatever, and 
the Court of Queen’s Bench will be asked to withdraw the 
whole of the proceedings, from beginning to end, from the 
cognizance of the Ecclesiastical Courts, If this conten- 
tion is successful there will be an end to the cause for 
the present, and it will remain to be seen whether the 
Bishop of London will be disposed to issue fresh letters 
of request upon this subject. That the case should go 
off upon what some of our readers will doubtless deem 
a technical point, will, perhaps, be considered a matter 
of regret, but there will be some consolation in reflect- 
ing that, after all, it is of the essence of justice that in 
a criminal proceeding against a clergyman he should 
not be subjected to a trial for an offence which is not an 
offence against the law ecclesiastical, and also (remem- 
bering the effect which has been produced in the Church 
by the failure, upon a really technical ground, of the 
case against Archdeacon Denison, in 1856), that the peace 
and unity of the Church may perhaps be better pre- 
served by the failure, rather than by the success, of pro- 
secutions. 





IT IS COMMONLY REPORTED amongst members of the 
profession that a decision has lately been given at Judges 
Chambers to the effect that the fifth section of the new 
County Court Act came into operation upon the passing 
of the Act, although the rest of the Act only comes into 
operation on the Ist of January next. We have not 
been able to ascertain before going to press whether thie 
report is correct, and it is difficult to see how any appli- 
cation can yet have been made upon which such a de- 
cision could have been given, as no person could have ob- 
tained a judgment in a superior court so soon after the ter- 
mination of the vacation in any action commenced after 
the 20th August. We are informed, however, on good 
authority, that the question of the true construction of 
the section has arisen in a case of Davies v. Tichcomd 
in the County Court of Monmouth, and that it will come 
before the Court of Queen’s Bench early in term. It is 
difficult to understand such a decision as is reported to 
have been given. The effect of the two sections together 
clearly is that in cases provided for by the fifth section, the 
plaintiff will get costs wherever his writ was issued before 
the 20th of August (whether he gets judgment this year or 
next), and also when, although his writ is after August 
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the 20th, he is in a position to have his costs taxed before 
the Ist of January ; but not when, his writ being after 
the 20th of August, he does not get his judgment until 
the lst of January. The words “commenced after the 
passing of this Act ” were evidently introduced to meet 
the difficulty experienced in Wright v. Hale, 9 W.R. 
157, as to whether the 34th section of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1860, applied to actions commenced 
tefore, but tried after, the Act came into operation. It 
was held that it did apply, notwithstanding the apparent 
injustice of depriving a plaintiff of costs which at the 
time he brought his action he had a right to expect he 
would obtain. In the present Act an attempt has been 
made to guard against this injustice by restricting the 
operation of the Act, when it does come into effect, to 
cases of actions commenced after the passing of the 
Act in which the plaintiff must know, at the time he 
brought his action, that if he failed to get his judgment 
before the Act came into force, he ran the risk of losing 
‘his costs. It would, have been much better if the 
Legislature had said, “If, after this Act comes into 
operation, a plaintiff in any action commenced after the 
passing of the Act shall recover, &c.;” the meaning 
would then have been clear. We believe, however, that 
this construction will before long be judicially put upon 
the section as now worded. 





WE HEAR from all parts of England complaints of 
bakers’ shurt weight. There is no reason why bakers, 
any more than any other class of tradesmen, should enjoy 
the privilege of selling one quantity and receiving pay- 
ment for a larger one. In Leicester, about a week ago, 
@ case was brought before the magistrates,in which a 
baker of that town had sold over the counter a so-called 
“quartern” loaf, which was actually 74 0z., or very 
nearly $lb., short of its proper weight. The Sale of 
Bread Act, by the way, contains no penalty directed ex- 
pressly against the delivery of bread short of weight, but 
requires bakers to sell all bread except “ French or fancy 
bread or rolls” by weight only, and inflicts a penalty 
not exceeding £5 upon the use of a fulse measure. The 
‘bread sold by this Leicester baker was of the kind called 
“‘cottage”’ bread ; and the objection was taken in his 
behalf that bread of this description came within the 
denomination of “fancy” bread, which the Act does not 
require bakers to sell by weight. At Windsor, a short time 
previously, the same point had been taken on behalf of 
another offending baker, and decided against him. At 
Leicester several bakers gave evidence in support of 
their own side of the question. They said that “ tin and 
cottage” bread were always regarded “in the trade” as 
fancy” bread, and a London baker said that the London 
inspectors used, under the Metropolitan Act, to weigh 
loaves of those kinds. The magistrates held that the 
term * fancy bread,” as used in the Act, must mean that 
which was regarded as such in the trade, and dismissed 
the summons; and thus it appears that in Leicester, at 
any rate, a “cottage” loaf weighing barely over 3} 
Ibs. may be sold with impunity as a 4 Ib. loaf. 
We cannot but think that the Windsor decision was 
right, and the Leicester one wrong. It is indeed cus- 
tomary, and properly so, for judges, when called upon to 
interpret technical terms or technical usages, referring to 
a particular branch of commerce or industry, to receive 
evidence of the manner of their acceptation “in the 
trade,” and to construe them accordingly if that accep- 
tation be reasonable. Now, in most cases, “the 
trade” means both buyers and sellers, and its usage 
is, therefore, in all probability, equitable to either; but 
“the trade” in the sense used by the Leicester magis- 
trates, meant simply sellers alone, and it is obviously 
inexpedient to accept unquestioned the version of the 
sellers in a controversy arising between them and the 
buyers. Further than this, the construction in question 
appears to us to be unreasonable. The Leicester magi- 
strates have also, it appears, decided that bakers are not 
obliged to carry seales with their carts when delivering 
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bread. How, in the face of section 7 of the Sale of 
Bread Act, they arrived at this decision we can harily 
imagine. 

The old City of London ordinances respecting the 
assize of bread were tolerably stringent—* If defau} 
shall be made in bread, the first time, let the baker be 
drawn with the loaf hanging from his neck; the second 
time, let him be drawn, and set upon the pillory; ang 
the third time let him be drawn, and his oven pulled 
down, and let him forswear the trade,” We might be 
satisfied with something short of this, but we certainly 
should like some penalty which would sting the 
offender and advertise him to all consumers. In this 
case it may be said with truth that “they manage 
these things much better in France,” There, it seems, 
the fraudulent baker is compelled to submit to the 
posting in his own shop of a placard, recording his fault 
and the amount of the fine. This certainly is bringing 
the punishment home to the offender. In modern Eng. 
land we have not got beyond empowering the justices 
to advertise the offence in some local newspaper, and 
that only applies to cases of adulteration. The Frensh 
remedy is by far the better one, and is charmingly 
simple. 

We are entitled to expect that the Legislature will 
next session deal with the subject of weights and 
measures. Last session the subject was postponed, upon 
the ground that the standards must first be verified, 
though we cannot see what on earth this had to do with 
the legislation which was and is needed. It is to be 
hoped that a bill will be introduced which will deal 
with the whole subject comprehensively, 





IN THE COURSE of the trial of John Warren, one of 
the prisoners charged with high treason before the 
Special Commission now sitting in Dublin, a point of 
some interest arose. The prisoner appears to be a natural 
born subject, who has become naturalised in the United 
States, and, under these circumstances, he claimed, as an 
alien, to be tried by a jury de medietate lingua. This 
was opposed by the Attorney-General and refused by the 
Court. Thereupon the prisoner, having been formally 
given in charge to the jury, said—As a vitizen of the 
United States I protest against being arraigned, or tried, 
or adjudged by any British subject. 


The Chief Baron.—We cannot hear any statement from 
you when you are represented by counsel. 

Prisoner.—Just a few words, my Lord. 

The Chief Baron.—We cannot hear you. Your counsel 
is heard on your part. You pleaded ‘‘ Not guilty,” and our 
course is now to proceed with the trial on that plea. We 
cannot hear any statement now from you when you are re- 
presented by counsel. 

The Prisoner.— Then I instruct my counsel to withdraw 
from the case, and I now place it in the hands of the United 
States, which has now become the principal. 

The prisoner’s counsel then left the court, whereupon Mr. 
Adair said he was instructed by the Government of the 
United States of America to appear on behalf of six prisoners 
to watch the proceedings and to report the manner in which 
their trial was conducted. 

Mr. Justice Keogh.—Are you counsel for the prisoner at 
the bar ? 

Mr. Adair.—I have been instructed by the Consul for the 
United States to watch the proceedings so far as certain 
cases are concerned, and when counsel withdrew from this 
he thought it right that I should interest myself on behalf 
of the prisoner. I want to know how far it is my privilege, 
as counsel, to act in this matter, and what course I should 
be justified in taking. Ihave no wish to interfere impro- 
perly in the case, but simply to do my duty. 

The Lord Chief Baron.—If you are not acting as counsel 
for the prisoner we cannot allow you to interfere. , 

Mr. Justice Keogh.—If on consideration the prisoner 
thinks proper to dispense with the assistance of the other 
counsel, and to accept yours, he is at liberty to do so 

Mr. Adair.—I have not been instructed by the prisoner. 
Mr. Justice Keogh.—Then your interference is irregular 





and unprofessional, 
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“Mr. Adair said he did not wish to interfere; he had 

simply addressed the Court in the discharge of his duty. 
During the whole of lis professional experience he had never 
volunteered in a case, and he thought the observation from 
the Bench uncalled for and unnecessary. 
* ‘While we heartily concur in the rule which excludes 
voluntary services on the part of counsel as a most neces- 
sary protection to the Court as well asthe profession, we 
cannot but think that Mr. Adair was placed in a position 
of some difficulty, such as fully warranted him in asking 
the direction of the Court; and although Mr. Justice 
Keogh was probably right in holding that he could not 
interfere, the United States Consul not being a party to 
the proceedings, the manner in which he did so appears 
to us most uncalled for and reprehensible. Mr. Adair 
was instructed by the Government of the United States, 
to watch the interests of its citizens; the prisoner 
pointedly threw the responsibility of his defence on 
that Government, and it does not seem to us that their 
Consul could well have helped interfering to the extent 
he did—viz., simply to put the Court in possession of the 
facts, and ask for their guidance. 





THE TRIAL of the Fenians at Manchester has not 
proved free from difficulty. At the close of the case for 
the prosecution on Thursday, Mr. Seymour submitted 
several points of law to the judges with a view of re- 
ducing the offence of Allen (assuming it for the moment 
to be proved in fact) from murder to manslaughter. The 
argument he offered was ingenious, but we believe it will 
turn out to be fallacious. First, he said, the original de- 
tention of Kelly and Deasy, being under an informal 
warrant, was illegal. They therefore would have them- 
selves been justified in doing their utmost to escape from 
custody; they might even have gone to the length of 
killing the constable in charge of them, if there were no 
other means of recovering their liberty, without being 
guilty of murder. And what they might have done 
themselves their friends had a right to do for them. 

With regard to the legality of the original detention, 
Mr. Seymour may possibly be right. But, assuming that 
the warrant of arrest was informal, Sergeant Brett was 
none the less, at the time of his death, acting in the 
execution of his duty; and the killing of him at such a 
time, by a person at large, although the act was done in 
attempting the rescue of a prisoner illegally in his cus- 
tody, will, we apprehend, prove to be murder by the law 
of England. Mr. Seymour relied mainly upon a state- 
ment in Hawkins’ Pleas of the Crown, of which, 
however, he missed the meaning. “ Wherever,” writes 
Hawkins, “the imprisonment is so far groundless or 
irregular, or for such a cause, or the breaking of it is 
occasioned by such a necessity, that the party himself 
breaking the prison is either by the common law or by 
the statute de frangentibus prisonam saved from the 

penalty of a capital offender, a stranger who rescues him 
from such imprisonment is in like manner also excused.” 
Now it must be remembered that when Serjeant Hawkins 
wrote the “ Pleas of the Crown,” breaking prison was a 
capital offence, and the above proposition merely implies, 
as Mr. Justice Blackburn pointed out, that a third 
person might help a prisoner illegally detained to break 
his prison without necessarily subjecting himself thereby 
to the penalty of death. The passage cited therefore 
was really irrelevant to the question. 

Two cases were also mentioned as supporting Mr. Sey- 
mour’s contention, but on investigation they do not help 
it very much. The first was the case of R. v. Tooley, 

2 Ld, Raym. 1296, and if the decision there were still 

law, no doubt it would be a strong authority that Allen 
and his comrades could be convicted of manslaughter 
only. It was held in that case that “it is a sufficient 
provocation to make the killing a man manslaughter, 
only that he is assisting in unlawfully detaining a third 
person in prison, though the person detained is a 
stranger to the person killing, and the person killing did 


detaining pretended to be acting as a peace officer.” But 
this decision has since been disapproved of, and, in effect, 
overruled. Mr. Justice Foster, the “great master of the 
Crown law,” viewed it as having carried the law in 
favour of strangers interfering in cases of illegal arrest 
further than sound reason or true policy would warrant. 
The doctrine advanced in it is, he says, “utterly incon- 
sistent with the known rules of law touching a sudden 
provocation in the case of homicide, and—which is of 
more importance—inconsistent with the principles on 


which all civil government is founded and must subsist.” 
In several subsequent cases judges have expressed their 
concurrence with these wise observations, and the case of 
R. v. Tooley cannot, therefore, be now regarded as of 
much, if of any, authority. 

The second case relied on was R. v. Phelps, Car. & 
Marsh, but there there was no deliberate design to 
affect a rescue, or at least no evidence of it. It is this 
circumstance which really distinguishes*the present case 
from all the previous authorities, except FR. v. Tooley. 
The illegal detention of a friend may possibly amount 
to sufficient “provocation” under some circumstances, 
as, for example, when the arrest and attempt at rescue 
are actually or almost simultaneous. But it will 
scarcely avail where deliberate and preconcerted deter- 
mination isshown. The learned judges at Manchester 
seem to have had little hesitation in overruling the ob- 
jection taken, and there cannot be much doubt that 
their decision will be supported by the opinion of their 
brethren, should they think proper to ask for it. 





Sir RIcHARD MAyNE has lost no time in putting the 


, 
New Metropolitan Traffic Act into operation. This Act 


only came into play on Thursday, and on Friday various 
lamp-posts in the city were adorned with notices of the 
Chief Commissioner’s application to one of her Majesty’s 
Principal Secretaries of State for the approval of an 
Order erecting sundry of the most crowded city thorough- 
fares into a “special district.” This advertisement of 
the application is enjoined by section 10 of the Act. 
Twenty-eight days must elapse before the “special dis- 
trict” can be validly constituted. When this is done 
Sir Richard Mayne will be able from time to time to pre- 
scribe routes for cabs, &c.; no “ heavy ” traffic beyond a 
certain size will be able to traverse the streets between - 
10 a.m. and 7 p.m., and no delivery of coals, or drawing 
up or lowering of casks, across pavement will be Jawful 
between 10 a.m. and 6 p.m. These provisions seem very 
good, and we shall then no longer have to risk our shins 
(if not worse) over draymen’s ropes and chains on 
crowded trottoirs ; but why are “ wines and spirits in 
cask ” excepted from the last prohibition. It is surely 
as unpleasant to be damaged by a wine cask as by a 
beer barrel. 





THE.MAYOR’S COURT.—No. T. 


One of the most beneficial effects of modern legal 
reform has been the abolition of many courts of law of a 
limited and anomalous jurisdiction, which, however 
useful when first established, had become, in consequence 
of the general alteration of habits of life and modes of 
thought, entirely unfit to supply the wants of the pre- 
sent day. There are, however, courts still in existence 
which had their origin in remote antiquity, and which, 
notwithstanding many recent changes, yet retain pecu- 
liarities which distinguish their procedure both from 
that of the superior courts of law and also from that of 
inferior courts of more modern creation, One of the 
most important of these courts is the Mayor’s Court, in 
the City of London. In this court the custom of what 
is called foreign attachment prevails, and a creditor has, 
by virtue of this custom, a very efficacious method, which 
is not available to a plaintiff in the superior courts, of 
securing the payment of his claim. This custom is not 
exclusively confined to London, but exists in some other 
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sidering the number of causes that are every year tried 
in the Mayor’s Court, and the large amount of property 
that is involved in those causes (the jurisdiction of the 
Court not being limited to any particular amount), it 
is surprising that so little should generally be known 
concerning the custom of foreign attachment which 
is the distinguishing characteristic of this Court. 
The ordinary procedure when the custom of foreign 
attachment is not available, is very similar to that of 
other courts, but in the proceedings which result from 
this custom there is considerable peculiarity. 

The customs of the City of London are, by an old usage 
now well established, proved by the Mayor and Alder- 
men, who declare by the mouth of the Recorder what 
these customs are; and a description of foreign attach- 
ment as it now prevails is to be found in the report of 
the certificate given by Starkey, a Recorder of the City 
of London in the reign of Edward IV. He certified that 
the custom was, “ That if a plaint be affirmed in London 
before or against any person, and it be returned nihil, 
if the plaintiff would surmise that another person within 
the city is a debtor to the defendant in any sum, he 
shall have garnishment against him to warn him to 
come in and answer whether he be indebted in the 
manner alleged by the other (the plaintiff), and if he 
comes and does not deny the debt it shall be attached in 
his hands, and after four defaults recorded on the part 
of the defendant, such person shall find new surety to 
the plaintiff for the said debt, and judgment shall be 
that the plaintiff shall have judgment against him (the 
garnishee), and that he shall be quit against the other 
(the defendant) after execution sued out by the plaint” 
(1 Roll. Abr. Customs of London, K.). The right to issue 
an attachment is however restricted to those cases where 
the plaintiff’s claim is for a sum certain or capable of 
being certainly ascertained, and the fact of the existence 
of the alleged debt must be verified by affidavit 
before the entry of the action. The object of this pro- 
ceedure is in theory to compel the defendant to 
appear, and although such a method of proceed- 
ing may appear somewhat at variance with the 
principles now acted upon by the superior Courts, in 
which an action is commenced by a mere writ of summons, 
it yet is not opposed to what was formerly the procedure 
of those Courts which used generally to be commenced, 
during the time that this custom was gradually being 
established by usage, by summons requiring the defen- 
dant to appear, and give bail, or by arresting him for a 
contempt of which, by a legal fiction, he was supposed 
to have been guilty, or by a distress upon his goods, all 
of which proceedings were really for the purpose of 
compelling the defendant to appear to answer the plain- 
tiff’s claim. 

The proceedings in foreign attachments were com- 
menced originally by the entry of the action, and by a 
summons to the defendant to appear to answer the 
plaintiff ; if the defendant made default in appearing, 
the plaintiff then alleged to the Court that some third 
person in the city owed money to the defendant, or had 
goods of the defendant in his possession, and prayed 
process to attach the defendant by such money or goods 
tocompel him to appear. This prayer was granted as a 
matter of course, and the money or goods as the case 
might be were attached in the hands of the third person, 
called from that time the garnishee (from the French 
garnir, to warn), because he was warned not to part with 
the property so attached. If the defendant still neglected 
to appear, the plaintiff was entitled (after four defaults 
by the defendant) to process, commanding the garnishee 
to appear before the Court to show cause why the plain- 
tiff should not have execution against the property 
attached to satisfy hisclaim. Such was the commence- 
ment of the ancient process, and all these proceedings 
are still stated upon the record to have taken place. 
The procedure is, however, at the present day very much 
more simple. The preliminary steps of the summons of 





the plaintiff is entitled to serve a notice of attachment 
upon the garnishee immediately upon the entry of the 
action. This notice directs the garnishee not to part 
with “such moneys, goods, or effects, as you now have, 
or which shall hereafter come into your hands or custody 
of the defendant.” Immediately upon service of this 
notice the property becomes “ in custodid legis,” and the 
garnishee will be liable for the consequences if he part 
with it. It is not necessary for the plaintiff or for the 
garnishee to give notice to the defendant of the fact that 
his property has been attached, although it is safer for 
the garnishee to do so to prevent any suspicion of col- 
lusion between him and the plaintiff. On each of the 
four days following the service of the notice of attach. 
ment a default by the defendant to appear is recorded, 
thus making four defaults. On the court day on which 
the last of these defaults is recorded, the plaintiff is at 
liberty to issue a scire facias, which is a warning to the 
garnishee to appear at a future court to show cause why 
the plaintiff should not have execution against the pro- 
perty attached. If the property belongs to the defendant, 
and the garnishee has no notice of any rights of any 
other person over it, it is not necessary that he should ap- 
pear, as judgment by default is as good a defence for the 
garnishee against any claim by the defendant at a future 
time as an adverse verdict would be. If, however, the 
garnishee denies the defendant’s right to the property, 
or has notice of rights of other persons over it, he must 
appear and plead. The issue between the parties is 
whether the plaintiff should or should not have execution 
upon the property attached. The cause then comes on 
for trial upon this issue. If the verdict is for the 
garnishee, the attachment and all proceedings thereon 
are at an end ; if for the plaintiff, he is entitled to have 
execution on the property attached. Before execution 
can be obtained, however, whether upon judgment by 
default or by verdict, the plaintiff has to find two 
pledges, that is, two responsible persons, who undertake 
upon the part of the plaintiff that if the defendant come 
into court within a year and a day and disprove or uvoid 
the plaintiff’s debt, or any part of it, the plaintiff shall 
restore to the defendant the whole or such part of the 
money attached as shall equal the amount of the plain- 
tiff’s claim which the defendant may have disproved or 
avoided, or that they, the pledgers, will do it for him. 





THE REPORT ON FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 

Unwilling asa rule to conform to the requirements of 
law and the dictates of good government, the Friendly 
Societies of England and Wales present to the observer 
an incongruous mass of disconnected atoms, each of 
which, while it revolves round its peculiar orbit, and 
while it would gladly be independent of all resources 
external to itself, would yet avail itself when in dis- 
tress of the benefits of the law, which in its prosperity 
it affects to despise, and in fact sets at nought. To re- 
gulate, to keep in'order, and to take official cognizance 
of these societies, is the work of Mr. John Tidd Pratt, 
and a very troublesome and thankless task it must be. 
Pursuant to the Act of Parliament, he has issued his an- 
nual report, from which it appears that out of the 
23,407 societies in England and Wales only 10,678 have 
made returns and annual statements containing the 
number of their members and the amount of their 
funds. The number of members in the societies which 
have made returns is 1,672,176, and the amount of 
their funds is £6,668,386. The rules of 1,176 societies 
were examined and certified during the year, as well as 
the alterations of the rules of 1,487 societies. Notices 
of dissolution were received from 180 societies, 83 of 
which were advertised in the London Gazette. 

These few facts, together with an abstract of the 
returns of the existing and dissolved societies, form the 
whole of the Registrar’s report, as required by the Act, 
but he has added thereto notes of circumstances, which 
have at the present time a peculiar interest of their 
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With respect to the connection between Friendly Socie- 
ties and Trades Unions, and the gradual mannerin which 
the one drifts into the other, the Registrar gives a copy 
of two or three of the rules of the “ grinders’ society ” 
held at the Bull, Compo Lane, Sheffield, which was en- 
rolled at the Quarter Sessions in 1805. These rules 
appear to provide for payments to members unable to 
work through illness, and the last rule is, “ that every 
member of this society shall endeavour, as well by 
example as precept, to suppress vice and’ profaneness, to 
promote the faith and practice of the religion of Jesus 
Christ, and improve the peace and happiness of this 
society to the honour of the town of Sheffield.” To 
these rules the Registrar appends a note, that he is 
informed that the society ceased to act as a Friendly Society 
more than twenty years ago, and thereby seems to imply 
that the society has continued its existence under another 
description, and that it is the society which under a some- 
what similar name has neither by example nor precept 
suppressed vice and profaneness nor improved peace and 
happiness to the honour of the town of Sheffield. Again, 
as to the misapplication of the funds of Ffiendly Societies, 
the Registrar mentions at length the case of the Farriers’ 
Horseshoe Fund, the managers of which society having 
applied the sum of £63 10s. 3d. towards the expenses 
of a Reform demonstration in December, 1866, an 
intimation from Mr. Tidd Pratt persuaded them to re- 
place the money and to promise that in future no money 
would be taken away for trade purposes at all. Any one 
having knowledge of the circumstances would consider 
money to have been expended for political purposes, but 
whether it be for trade or political agitation, both objects 
are equally beside the intention of a friendly society, and 
cannot receive the sanction of the Registrar as being ac- 
cording to law. When the Registrar objects to a state- 
ment of the accounts returned to him by a Friendly So- 
ciety, he finds much difficulty in procuring an explanation, 
and as already stated, more than half the Friendly So- 
cieties in England send in no return nor annual state- 
ment; but we gather from those actually sent in, that a 
very large percentage; amounting in many cases to more 
than thirty per cent. ofthe gross receipts, goes away for 
working expenses. One society is mentioned in which the 
working expenses appear to have amounted to 55 per 
cent.; what takes place in those societies which furnish no 
returns, we cannot say, but the above societies are very 
significant. 

With reference to such Societies as those which furnish 
death insurances on an extensive scale all over the coun- 
try, whose whole business is managed by a few collectors 
and a central and irresponsible board over which the 
secretary usually reigns supreme, the Report states “that 
there is not, nor can there be, any supervision of the af- 
fairs of these Societies by the members, and therefore the 
officers frequently neglect to send the annual returns to 
the Registrar, quite regardless of penalties, as the funds 
are large and entirely under the directors’ control, and 
when returns are sent, the accounts are lumped together 
in such an extraordinary manner that it is impossible to 
ascertain anything definite concerning the Societies’ af- 
fairs.” In order to meet such cases as these the Registrar 
considers the only means applicable will be found in 
“ exceptional legislation.” He would have a law passed 
applicable to all societies granting assurances for a sum 
payable at death of £10 and under, not in connection with 
any other assurance; by this law he would abolish arbitra- 
tion as being a mockery, and send all disputes to be settled 
by justices, and would make any agent, taking money 
on account of insurance, before delivery of the policy anda 
copy of the rules, liable toa penalty of twenty shillings. 

In those large societies whose members are only 
among the poor, and whose seat of business must ne- 
cessarily be far removed from the neighbourhood of a 
large portion of their members, the opportunities for all 
description of peculation are innumerable. If the fur- 
ther suggestion made, that Government assurances should 


£20, which is now the minimum, were adopted by the 
post-office, many who would hand over their small earn- 
iugs to the uncertain management of the agent of a so- 
called Friendly Society would avail himself of the 
Government security then opento him. We cannot, 
however, coincide in the suggestion which proposes to 
abolish arbitration and to refer all disputes between 
friendly societies and their members to justices. The 
substituted plan might prove expensive, and in many 
cases unnecessary, so that what was intended as a bene- 
fit might prove a hardship. 

It would be enough, we imagine, if it were placed 
in the option of either party to have the dispute settled 
by justices, without abolishing [arbitration entirely, at 
any rate the modification might be tried. 

Mr. Tidd Pratt's third suggestion seems one of much 
utility. The poor, who for the most part know and 
deal with these societies only through their agents, should 
be protected-by every precaution whick would promote 
the honesty of such agents. The most serious evil 
which Mr. Tidd Pratt points out is the practical irre- 
sponsibility of the managers of these societies. 

Proper returns are not furnished, and when furnished 
are unintelligible. Penalties produce no effect : “as the 
funds are large and entirely under the managers control.” 
It is especially in the case of the Insurance Societies 
that these evils are noted, and the remedy the Registrar 
believes to be the exceptional legislation spoken of before; 
by which is meant legislation in reference to these In- 
surance Societies as a special class, unconnected with 
the Friendly Society proper. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
WILFUL DEFAULT—ACCOUNT. 


Parkinson v. Hanbury, H. L., 15 W. R., 642; 2 L. B., 
H. L, 1. 

To the persistence in hopeless litigation which is not 
unfrequently a characteristic of female plaintiffs we owe 
in this case a useful statement of the circumstances 
under which a person in possession of an estate, who is 
called upon for an account, will be made answerable for 
what he might have received but for his wilful default. 
We quote from the judgment of Lord Westbury, which 
gives the clearest view of the law on the subject. He 
says: “It is undoubtedly settled in the courts of equity 
that if a mortgagee, in that character, enters into the 
receipt of rents and profits, he will be bound to account 
not only for what he has received, but for what, without 
wilful default, he might have received. It is difficult, 
perhaps, to ascertain the origin of the rule, but I take it 
to be this—that when a mortgagee, by virtue of his 
mortgage, claims to receive the rents and profits, he is 
regarded in a court of equity as the bailiff of the mort- 
gagor. Now an account against a bailiff was, both at 
common law and in equity, given with wilful default. 
That is almost the only case, save in cases of fraud or 
breach of trust, where wilful default is infused into the 
form of the account . . . . Supposing that to be 
the origin of the rule, it will, therefore, not be applicable 
to any case where the conclusion of the defendant being 
in receipt of rent as mortgagee is a conclusion conse- 
quential on your having reduced and set aside some 
other pretended or alleged title, in respect or by virtue 
of which he had actually received the rents and profits.’’ 
In the above case redemption was decreed against second 
mortgagees, who had been for some time in possession as 
purchasers from a first mortgagee under a power of sale 
contained in the latter’s mortgage, the notices required 
by the power not having been properly given, and the 
sale being therefore invalid. It was contended that they 
must be taken to have been in possession under the only 
valid title they had, that of mortgagees, but this was 
not considered sufficient to prevent the application of 
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the rule that, “ when a person becomes possessed of pro- 
perty, erroneously supposing that he is a purchaser, if it 
afterwards turns out that he is not to be treated as a 
purchaser, but only as a person who has a sort of lien 
upon the property, that does not make him a mortgagee 
in possession within the meaning of that rule which 
charges him with wilful default ;” and Weesom v. Clark- 
son, 2 Ha. 163, so far as it may be inconsistent with 
this rule, was disapproved of by Lord Westbury. We 
may remind our readers that by the operation of the 
Trustees and Mortgagees Act, 23 & 24 Vict. c. 145, ss, 17 
and 18, mortgagees under instruments executed since the 
28th August, 1860, are enabled to take possession of the 
mortgaged premises without the responsibility which 
would otherwise attach to them, the receiver appointed 
under that Act being treated as the agent of the mort- 
gagor. 





LANDS CLAUSES CoNsOLIDATION Act, 1845 (8 VicT. 
c. 18), &. 68—Lanps INJuRIOUSLY AFFECTED. 


Rickett v. The Metropolitan Railway Company, H. L., 
15 W. R., 937. 


This case is one of so much importance in these days 
of railway making, that we commented upon it (ante, 
S. J. 850) immediately after the decision was given, in- 
stead of waiting to notice it here amongst our Recent 
Decisions. The question for the decision of the House of 
Lords was whether the plaintiff, the occupier of a public 
house, was entitled, under section 68 of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, to compensation from 
the defendants for the obstruction of a highway by the 
defendants in the execution of their works, whereby the 
plaintiff lost customers. The majority of the House of 
Lords (the Lord Chancellor and Lord Cranworth, Lord 
Westbury dissentiente) held that the plaintiff was not 
entitled to compensation. Not only is this case of great 
importance, as governing a class of cases that often arise 
in the course of making a railway, but it is also de- 
serving of attention from the fact that it questions, if 
it does not overrule, Wilkes v. Hungerford Market Com- 
pany, 2 Bing. N.C. 281. It has always been recognised 
as undoubted law that if any one obstructs a highway 
no action can be maintained against him unless the 
plaintiff can show that he has suffered some damage 
from the obstruction different from that which the 
public at large have suffered. For instance, the mere 
fact of delay on a journey in consequence of the obstruc- 
tion gives no right of action; but if a personal injury 
should be caused by the obstruction, to a person passing 
along the road, an action might be maintained to recover 
compensation for that damage, which would be peculiar 
to the individual, and not shared with the public at 
large. In Wilkes v. Hungerford Market Company, the 
plaintiff, a bookseller, having a shop in a public thorough- 
fare, suffered loss in his business in consequence of 
passengers having been diverted from the thoroughfare 
by the defendants continuing an authorised obstruction 
across it for an unreasonable time. It was held that he 
might maintain an action for this damage, as the loss 
was peculiar to himself, and was a damage different in 
its nature from that suffered by the public. This case 
both the Lord Chancellor and Lord Cranworth seem to 
question. They do not expressly say that it is not to be 
now considered as law, but Lord Cranworth says—“ I 
confess I have great difficulty in agreeing with that de- 
cision;” and the Lord Chancellor appears to be of a 
similar opinion. As this case has been hitherto held to 
be of undoubted authority since the date of its decision, 
these observations of the learned law lords are of great 
importance. Lord Westbury, who dissented from the 
views expressed by the majority of the House, did not 
express any opinion upon Wilkes v.° Hungerford Market 
Company. Rickett’s case is therefore one of very great 
importance, and the three judgments delivered in it 
should be carefully read. The case would have been 


our opinion upon it before, and we now refer our readers 
for further information to the report of the case itself, 
and to our last article upon it. 








REVIEWS. 


The Institutes of the Roman Law, Part!. Containing an 
account of the sources of the Roman law from the earliest 
period till the decline of the Western Empire. By 
Freperick Tomgins, M.A., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, 
of Lincoln’s-inn. London; Butterworths. 

Dr. Tomkins has chosen his subject wisely in at least 
one respect; there can be no doubt tiat a good introductory 
treatise upon the Roman Law is sorely needed at present, 
The task which is before the lawyers of the future is some- 
thing more than merely administering a set of rules ready 
made to their hands, and working a judicial system already 
established. Our laws, however excellent in themselves, 
are at best like precious stones buried in a heap of rubbish, 
without method or order; our judicial system is unsym. 
metrical in conception, and defective in its working, 
It is agreed on all hands that in some form and by some 
process both our substantive law, and our machinery for 
administering it must be reformed and systematised : and 
the next, if not the present, generation of lawyers must 
take this task in hand. English lawyers are, as a general 
rale, skilled practitioners, but rarely jurists: they know too 
little of the connection between law and other branches of 
knowledge, or the relation between our own laws and other 
systems of law. But the necessity for achange in all this is 
widely felt, and that feeling is being acted upon. The 
Inns of court and the Incorporated Law Society 
have done something towards assisting men to 
become philosophical lawyers; and the higher class 
of minds in the profession are doing much more for them- 
selves. But there are many difficulties in the way of the 
English student, and not least among these is the want of 
useful treatises. An English student in jurisprudence must 
address himself to two main subjects in addition to the 
laws of his own country : first, what we may call the gene- 
ral science of jurisprudence ; and, secondly, the more de- 
tailed knowledge of other bodies of law than our own. 
In the former branch Bentham, Austin, Maine, Sir Erskine 
Perry, by his translation of Savigny’s great work, and 
other writers, have supplied the student with as much help 
as he can fairly expect. In the latter little has been done. 

Upon all grounds the Roman law must be one of the 
main studies of every jurist ; but to an English lawyer the 
study is one of very great difficulty. He addresses him- 
self to it, not with his mind a blank, but, what is worse, 
with much to unlearn. Roman lawyers and English look 
at every question from different points of view, they use a 
different classification and a different nomenclature, and 
teach by opposite methods. Foreign lawyers, for the most part, 
find in the Roman law the basis of their own existing sys- 
tem, but not so Englishmen, and they therefore speci 
need guides at their first entrance upon this unknown pao | 
Justinian’s institutes by no means:supply all that is needed. 
Those institutes were written for the students of Rome, 
Constantinople, and Berytus, of the sixth century, not for 
Englishmen of the nineteenth ; and they assume ideas and 
sole of thought wholly foreign to us. Moreover, they 
were intended to be used as text-books under the direction 
of skilful teachers, not to be the sole guide of the student. 
And no mere notes could make them all that the English 
student requires. 

The English works on the subject are either, from their 
date, behind the present standard of knowledge, or they 
are a discussion of particular branches of law only, or they 
are mere sketchy outlines, far too slight for the prapeee 
An introductory text-book limited to the wants of the 
student remained to be written, and we cordially welcome 
Dr. Tomkins’ attempt to supply the want. 

The present work is only an instalment. It treats only 
of the external history of the Roman law, the second part, 
which is promised shortly, is to contain the institutes 
of the law itself. Until the second part appears it is, of 
course, impossible to form any fair estimate of the ultimate 
value of the work, or of its chances of becoming the stan- 
dard text-book for English students. But the present 
part is unquestionably both valuable in itself, and of 





entitled to a longer notice if we had not already expressed 
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jn which anything like the same amount of informa- 
tion can be acquired with the same ease. And we think 
that Dr. Tomkins has in the main hit the —— medium, 
his work is neither too exhaustive nor too shallow. Some 

of the book, such as the section on “ legal instruction,” 
are perhaps more interesting, than strictly necessary in an 
jntroductory work, but they add to the completeness of 
the treatise. 

The details of arrangement are not all that could be de- 
sired. The book is divided into chapters, sections, and 
titles, but these all overlap one another. ‘Thus chapter 
ii, begins with section xviii. title iv. begins at section x. 
in the middle of chapter i. This is a very unfortunate 
system of division. Another grave defect is the want of 
an index. We hope Dr. Tomkins will supply this want 
when he publishes his second part. 

We shall look with great interest for the publication of 
the remainder of this treatise. The part to come is the 
most important, and will test Dr. Tomkins’ powers as an 
institute writer more severely than oa have yet been 
tested. But if the second part is as well executed as the 
first, and bears a due proportion to it, we think the work 
bids fair to become the standard text-book for English 
students. 

Abbott's National Digest. Vol. 1, Part I. New York ; 

Diossy & Cockcroft. 


A digest is not a work which anyone thinks of reading 
through, still few works are so important, and upon its ar- 
rangement and accuracy the lawer is very much dependent. 
The work before us appears to be, like most other American 
law books, well and carefully compiled. It is an instalment 
of a digest of the American case and statute law from the 
organization of the Government to the present time, and will 
be of service to the English practitioner concerned in mer- 
cantile and other cases in which the law of America may 
come in question. 





The American Law Review. October, 1867. Boston: Little, 

Brown, & Co. 

The American Law Review now begins its second volume. 
As before, about one half of the quarterly volume is devoted 
to original articles,and the remainder to digests, notes of cases, 
reveiws, &c. The articles this time are four in number ; one 
of which is on Partneship Liability ‘‘ to be continued.” In 
America, as our readers are probably aware, the principle of 
‘limited partnership” has now been in operation for many 
years. Forty-five years ago, says the writer of this article, it 
was adopted by the state of New York, and twenty or more 
states have followed her example. In England we have not 
applied the limited principle to partnerships further than by 
the alteration effected by the Act 28 & 29 Vict. c. 86, and 
the decision of the House of Lords in Bullen v. Sharp, both 
of which are commented upon in this article. The article, 
though dry and uninvitingly set out, is very well worth the 
attention of an English reader, and we may say the same of 
the next article on Hailroad Legislation. The other two articles 
are a life of the late Chief Justice Shaw of Massachusetts, and 
a review of Mr. Jeaffreson’s Book about Lawyers. The 
former is a well written account of one the most excellent 
of America’s many excellent judges ; the latter, the review, 
appears to us to be peculiarly well written. It is in our 
opinion the best review which Mr Jeaffreson’s book has 
received, and oe be read to advantage by young reviewers. 

We notice in the “‘Summary of Events” for New Hampshire 
@ case heading which sounds very oddly to English ears. 
It is that of The State v. Certain Barrels of Liquor, the 
proceeding being one to enforce the fofeiture of the liquor in 
question. These whimsical titles are frequently to be met 
with in American reports. 








COURTS. 


ARCHES COURT. 

Oct. 29.—Martin v. Mackonochie—This, the well known 
St. Alban’s case, was set down for hearing to day, the Dean 
of Arches, Sir R. Phillimore, having delegated his authority 
to Dr. Travers Twiss, Q.C., the Queen’s-Advocate, and 
Vicar-General of the Province of Canterbury, and Dr. 
Robertson, Chancellor of Rochester, on the ground of his 


Dr. Stephens, Q.C., Coleridge, Q.C., Dr. Swabey, and 
Droop, for the promoter. 

W. M. James, Q. C., Prideaux, Dr. Tristram, and £. 
Charles, for the defendant. 

The articles had been amended since the last hearing, and 
the defendant had pleaded. 

A preliminary objection was taken by the defendant's 
counsel against the delegation of the Dean of Arches’ autho- 
rity to the Commissioners. 

he CurEF COMMISSIONER (Dr. Twiss) referred to Grinyon’s 
case, 7 Hagg. ; and it was ultimately arranged that the ob- 
jection should be overruled, under protest, and the case 
adjourned for a fortnight, in order that application might 
rl to the Court of Queen’s Bench for a writ of pro- 

ibition. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


*,* A correspondent, writing under the signature ‘‘ One 
of Them,” is reminded that we insert no letters which the 
writers do not think fit to authenticate by forwarding their 
names and addresses for our information, though not neces- 
sarily for publication. 








Can a waywarden, elected or ex officio, pursuant to 25 & 26 
Vict. c. 61, s.9, at the first meeting of a Highway Board 
(after the adoption of the Act by the Court of Quarter Ses- 
sions) or any adjournment thereof, record his vote respecting 
the appointment of the Officials, by proxy duly stamped in 
conformity with 27 Vict. c. 18,s. 14, and if so in what form 
should the proxy be given ? DELTA. 
[Our Correspondent seems to have overlooked article e i2 
the first clause of the schedule to 25 & 26 Vict. c. 61, relating 
to the ‘‘ Proceedings of Highway Boards.” This article 
provides that ‘all questions shall be decided by a majority 
of votes of the members present.” —Ep. S. J.] 





GAME. 

Sir,—With reference to the letter of ‘‘G. A, J.” in last 
weeks Solicitors’ Journal. 

Property found on the sa. tet belongs to the finder un- 
less the mar (or I should rather say, a more rightful) 
owner can be found. Dead game found upon the highway 
belongs, by this rule, to the finder, unless it can be shown 
that, in its dead state, it has previously belonged to some 
one else. ‘‘G. A. J.’s” case is simply this :—that the pre 
ridge is found dead in a lap-dog’s mouth upon the, high 
way—1.¢., upon the highway—with no evidence to show that 
as dead game it had ever belonged to anyone else. The 
bird, therefore, belongs to whoever “ finds’”’ it, whieh is, I 
presume, in this case, the lady owner of the lap-dog- 

I would -suggest a further query arising out of 
“*G. A. J.’s” question. Supposing several persons to be 
present, who is the finder? Must the owner of the dog be 
so considered, or might ahy stranger run in and “‘find” 
the booty by snatching it from the dog? LAWYER. 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
Court oF APPEALS, New York. 
Railway company—Level crossing—Negligence. 
William B. Renwick, et al., admrs., &c., of Robert Renwick, 
deceased, Respts., v. The New York Central Railroad 

Company, Appts. 

January Term, 1867. This case came before the Court 
upon the company’s ap The facts will be gathered 
from the judgment, which was delivered as follows by 

Parker, J.—Upon the question of the defendants’ negli- 
gence in this case, itis impossible to maintain that there 
was no conflicting evidence. Ifno signal was given, from 
the train, of its approach to the ae where the injury 
occurred, either by the ringing of the bell or the sounding 
of the whistle, the defendants are chargeable with negli- 

ence. 

. Now, upon the question whether the bell was rung or not, 
it is undeniably true that considerable evidence was given on 
both sides, On the part of the plaintiff, both he and his 
daughter swore that they listened for the train as they 





having himself been engaged as counsel in the case. 





approached the crossing, and did not hear it. Several wit- 
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nesses upon the train testified that they heard no bell or 
whsitle, before the whistle for the brakes at the cross- 


ing. 

Sirs. Thomas, whose house the train passed about four- 
teen rods before it reached the crossing, swore that there 
was no signal either from the bell or whistle ; and Mrs, 
Adams, who was observing the train from the same house, 
heard none. Sacket, who was at his house, three-quarters of 
a mile east of the crossing, and 100 rods from the tract, 
heard the train, but heard no bell or whistle, until the whistle 
for the brakes. Now, though most of its negative evidence, 
and the defendant has on its side the positive testimony of 
four witnesses that the bell was rung, still, as some of the 

laintiff’s witnesses were in a condition to hear it if it had 
enrung, and were giving their attention to the train, the 
fact that they did not hear it, is evidence conducting to prove 
that it was not rung. Two of the defendants’ witnesses, who 
swear that it was rung, are the engineer and fireman, who 
were in fault if it was not rung; the character of another 
was impeached. The conflict raises a question of fact, which 
the plaintiff had the right to have determined by the jury. 

There cen be no pretence that the plaintiff was so clearly 
guilty of negligence himself as to require the Court to non- 
suit. His own testimony, and that of his daughter, show 
the exercise of all the prudence which the circumstances 
required. He stopped and looked and listened from four to 
six rods from the track, and hearing no signal nor indication 
that the train was approaching, started his horses, and kept 
looking to the right and left for the cars, until he reached 
the track, and then, turning his eye to the right, found them 
upon him. 

The train was behind time, and, as we must conclude for 
the purposes of this question, giving no signal of its approach. 
— if the plaintiff had stopped at a point nearer the 
track, he might have seen the train, his not doing so is not 
necessarily negligence. The thorough discussion of this 

uestion of negligence, by this Court in the case of Ernst v. 

udson River R. R. Co. (32 How. 61), renders unnecessary 
any further discussion of it here. Without an utter disregard 
of the doctrines of that case, it is impossible to hold, that the 
plaintiff in this case should have been nonsuited. Upon the 
question of the defendants’ negligence, to show that there was 
an omission of the requisite signal, Levi Yorks was called as 
@ witness. He testified that he was a passenger on the train, 
that he heard the whistle to ‘‘ down breaks,” but did not hear 
any long whistle, nor any bell. He was then asked by the 
Plaintiff's counsel, ‘‘ Could you have heard the sound of the 
whistle or bell if one had been blown or rung?” This was 
objected to by Plaintiff’s counsel as incompetent, but was 

owed and Defendants excepted. The witness answered : 
‘* I rather think I could have heard it.” 

Although it seems to me that this evidence was erroneously 

admitted, as involving the opinion of the witness upon a 

uestion which belonged to the jury to decide, my associates 
think the question should be construed as merely asking 
whether the witness was so situated that he could have heard, 
and in that view admissible. 

The exception to the refusal to charge as requested, “‘ that 
if the Plaintiff could not see an approaching train from the 
east until near the crossing, and not in time to avoid the 
— when he was within four to six rods from the track, it 
was his — to stop near the track, if by so doing he might 
have seen the a wa of the train in time to have avoided 
the — ; and his omission to do this was negligence,’’ was 
not welltaken. (Zrnstv. Hudson River RR. Co. supra, 
and. cases there cited.) 

Judgment affirmed. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW SOCIETY. 
SUGGESTIONS AS TO THE BEST INVESTMENT OF FUNDS FOR 
ENDOWMENTS OR CHARITIES.* 

A few years ago I prepared and read at the Church Con- 
gress, then sitting in Manchester, a short paper, in which I 
endeavoured to show how desirable it was to invest in land 
the funds necessarily provided on the occasion of the conse- 
cration of new churches. 

It has occurred to me that the principle is applicable in 
other cases, such as charities, schools, and the like; and I 





vincial 


ropose, therefore, to put before the profession, as the parti 
got not unfrequently asked to make suggestions on a 
subject, a few observations which may perhaps be found 
useful. 

The object of such investments, whether for chure 
charities, schools, or other cases in which provision is to be 
made for the future, are :—first, safety and perpetuity of the 
investment ; and, secondly, the getting as much income 
from it as may be consistent with those conditions. 

In the case of endowments for churches, the law insures 
the safety of the sum invested by poorkins that it shall be 
in real or funded property ; but the real property yd be 
either land or rent-charge. In other cases the nature of the 
investment is in the discretion of the parties who provide 
the means. 

As the subjects of investment are generally those which 
the law has selected in the case of churches, though there 
are occasional instances of moi e securities being autho. 
rised, I propose to limit my observations to those where the 
money is to be laid out in land, in rent-charges, or in the 
public funds. 

All these are open to the remark that none of them 
affords the best return which can, with a little trouble, be 
obtained ; though, as a general rule, the rent charge at 
first produces a better return than the funds, and they bring 
more than land. Besides which, there is little trouble with a 
well secured rent charge, and the 3 per Cents. bring an income 
which is obtainable by simply giving ‘a banker a” power of 
attorney. Moreover, it is generally considered that there 
is certainty about an income derived from rents charge and 
Consols, which cannot be expected when the return is de- 

rived from land. Neither is liable to calls for repairs, loss by 
bad tenants, or by the land being untenanted; but, not- 
withstanding these advantages, there are grave reasons why 
land should be more generally looked to. 

It will be admitted that our whole history goes to show 
that money depreciates, and the rate of interest gets less ; 
but that land has a general tendency to rise in value, not 
merely as regards the corpus, but also in respect of the rent. 

The ordinary rate of interest was formerly much higher 
than it is now ; as a rule the reduction has been constantly 
going on, though of course there have been occasional short 
periods when the reverse was the fact. In and since the 
reign of Henry VIII. 10, 8, 6, and then 5 per cent. have been 
the rates of interest allowed by law, and, in our own times, 
there were Public Stocks, at first carrying 5 per cent. divi- 
dens, which rates have since gradually gone down to 34, this 
last being, in the opinion of many, only a temporary resting 
point. Whoever bought Navy 5 per Cent. some years .ago, 
and still holds the stock in its converted state, now gets, I 
believe, 33, andin a while will get less. 

The process seems so natural an accompaniment of the 
increase of the national wealth, that it may reasonably be 
expected to go on; at all events, there is little chance of our 
being remitted to the former rate from public securities, 
though the same rule may not wholly apply to dealings 
between individuals. 

But Low do matters stand in regard to investments which 
were made in land? Look at the great foundations in our 
universities, at our public schools, and at some of our public 
charities, and see how their income has increased where 
their property has been in land. Instance the income of 
Rugby School, and consider what would have been the state 
of affairs if the property attached to that establishment had 
been of a nature where the return was fixed, as in the case of 
rent-charges or dividends from the public funds. 

Bear in mind that the validity of a modus under the old 
tithe law depended upon its representing the supposed value 
of the titheable produce of the land in the reign of Richard 
II., and, then consider the enormous difference between the 
small payments which, in our day, were made to the rector 
in lieu of tithe, and the sum which would have been the tithe 
had the modus not existed. 

How often have we all seen the fact of an estate bein 
tithe free, or subject only to a small modus put forwar 
prominently as an element of value. 

A case was mentioned by me in the paper to which I have 
alluded, which strikingly illustrates the advantage of an 
investment in land over that of a fixed annual payment. 
About 1620, a gentleman by his will gave £200 to be laid 
out in land, which was done. One of the trustees, by his will, 
gave a like sum to be laid out ona rent charge of £10, which 
was also done. For at least above half a century past the 





© A paper read by Mr. Stephen Heelis at the Metro litan and Pro- 
Law Society’s meeting on the 9th ult. " ‘ 





land has produced a rental of above £300 a year, which pro- 
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bably, in the lifetime of some now present, will be raised to 
above £2,000, while the £10 rent charge still remains of the 
game amount, and must always so continue. It is not unlikely 
that it was thought (and possibly it was the fact for some 
time) that the £10 per annum would be larger than the miome 
derivable from the land, and this argument is used now-a- 
days in order to secure for the parties in esse the most that 
can be got. But how about the future? How are we to 
provide for the almost certainty that the calls upon the 
church or charity will increase, while there is no increase in 
the means of meeting them. No doubt it will be urged that 
the cases I have instanced are exceptions, and so to some ex- 
tent they are, but they are in the direction of what experience 
has shown is the general result. 

I conceive that in the case of the church especially the 
future should be —_ as much looked to as the present, if 
not more, and I deem it short sighted policy to ignore 
‘the former in order to give the present recipient a small 
advantage. 

But it will be said that it is difficult, if not impossible, 
always to find eligible investments for the precise sum avail- 
able-—and this isso. In answer to this I suggest that in the 
case of the Church investments this difficulty may be got over 
by handing the amount to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, 
or the Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, in order that it may 
form part of a large investment, a proportion of the income 
being received by the incumbent of the church to which the 
particular endowment is attached. And I should think it 
quite possible to have some body constituted which would 
take charge of all moneys wished to be invested for any of the 
purposes I have indicated, handing over a proportion of the 
net income, The expenses attending such a mode of pro- 
cedure would be less than those of individual management, 
and there would be a apogee of the income expanding 
with the necessities of the case. 

It will occur to you that the principle I have advocated is 
Some gs to all investments, but as many of those may be 
changed whenever the parties think fit, I have not consi- 
dered it necessary to deal with them on the present occasion, 
and I will conclude with a suggestion which has presented 
itself to my mind while preparing this paper, whether some 
of the investments and trusts which lawyers are in the habit 
of framing are not inconsistent with the general law of Eng- 
land against perpetuities. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL Report, 1866-7. 


Your committee, in presenting its annual report of the 
society’s proceedings during the past session, has the gratifi- 
cation of recording that during that period the position and 
prospects of the society have been materially strengthened 
and improved, as well by the large addition which has been 
made to the roll of members as by the increasing vigour 
which has characterised every department of the society’s 
operations. 

The third inaugural meeting was held on the 7th Novem- 
ber, 1866, in the Hall of King’s College, London, on which 
occasion J. Duke Coleridge, Esq., Q.C., M.P., (one of your 
vice-presidents,) presided, and delivered an address, which 
for its power and practical utility will be ever gratefully 
associated with the name of its distinguished author, and be 
always memorable as suggesting to articled clerks a more 
accurate standard of the object and purpose of your 
society. 

The third anniversary meeting was held on the 5th June, 
1867, under the presidency of Hy. Thos. Young, Esq. (of the 
firm, Walters, Young, & Walters), an hon. member of 
your society, and a member of the council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, to whom, for his excellent address delivered 
at the meeting the society will always feel deeply indebted. 

The alterations in the list of officers have been slight. At 
the last annual meeting Mr. Stenning became for the first 
time a member of the committee, and shortly afterwards Mr. 
Prideaux was elected to supply the place of Mr. May, who 
was unfortunately compelled by indisposition to retire from 
the committee. Mtr. Streeter was elected at the last annual 
meeting as an auditor inthe room of Mr. Arnold, and 
during the session Mr. Fraser was elected a second represen- 
tative member in the Incorporated Law Society, and Mr. 
Edmund F. Davis was elected a representative member in 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. 

The 1 correspondence department. which has been 
established during the past session, and which has been 





under the superintendence of Mr. Colyar as honorary se- 
cretary, has had great success, and has proved most useful, 
and your committee trusts that members will see the advan- 
tage of joining that department. The society has recently 
resolved, in recognition of the duties which the work of this 
department assigns to its honorary secretary, ‘‘That that 
officer shall for the future be ea officio a member of the com- 
mittee.” 

It having been suggested that the society’s privileges 
should be, to some extent, offered to students for the bar, 
it was, on the 5th December last, resolved, ‘* That honorary 
members (being students for the bar) should be admitted to 
the privileges of ordinary membership with regard to debates 
on appointed subjects.” 

At the final examination in Michaelmas Term, 1866, the 
Clifford Inn Prize was awarded to Mr. W. J. Fraser, who 
has been a member of your committee from the foundation 
of the society, and Mr. Henry Jennings, who has filled the 
office of hon. treasurer during a similar period, received a 
certificate that he would have been entitled to a prize if he 
had not been above the age to which the reception of prizes 
is limited by the examiners. In Trinity Term, 1867, Mr. R. 
Pennington, LL.B. (a bar student, and an honorary member 
of your society), obtained the Constitutional History, and 
Common Law Exhibitions of the Council of Legal Educa- 
tion. 

During the past session, the society has held 29 meetings. 
Of these 4 have been occupied by general business, 18 have 
been devoted to debates, and seven to lectures. The subjects 
discussed at the debates have included six of a legal, eight of 
a jurisprudential, and four of a general character, as fullows:— 

al.—1. Action for slander. 2. Conditions of sale. 3. 
Debtor and creditor. 4. Ademption of bequests. 5. Hus- 
band and Wife’s contract. 6. Outlawry. 

Jurisprudential.—1. The law of libel. 2. Evidence of 
breach of promise of marriage. 3. Prosecution and defence of 
criminals by societies. 4. Evidence of lost wiils. 5. Solici- 
tors acting for two parties. 6. Capital punishment in 
jails. 7. Marriage with deceased wife's sister. 8. Marriage of 
wards. 

General.—1. Political expediency. 2. Service under 
articles of clerkship. 3. Direct representation of professions 
in parliament. 4. Expense of colonies. 

The subjects of the lectures have been—1. The historical 
method of studying law. 2. Public speaking and reading. 
3. Limited liability. 4. The relation of ethics to jurispru- 
dence. 5. Bankruptcy. 6. The province and prospects of 
international law. 7. Codification. 

The course of lectures delivered during the past session has 
been, on the whole, a success. Arrangements are Leing made 
for a similar course during the session about to be inaugurated. 
Your committee desires to express its grateful acknow- 
ledgments of the kindness of the several lecturers, some of 
whom have published their lectures, and its sincere apprecia- 
tion of the services which those gentlemen all of whom 
are honorary members, have rendered to the Society. 

It will be seen from the treasurer’s annual statement 

that the financial position of the society continues to be 
satisfactory. 
- The number and character of the essays, which have com- 
peted for the Davis Prize, 1867, are among the many 
gratifying proofs of the society’s continued progress. The 
subject chosen for the essay was ‘‘ Ignorantia juris neminem 
excusat,” and the select committee has awarded the prize to 
the essay written by Mr. Geo. Lewis. 

On the 5tn Decemher last a select committee was appointed 
to consider and report on the practice of the Lord Chief Justice 
of England in granting certificates of exoneration from 
liability of passing the preliminary examination. The select 
committee communicated with the council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, and received from them so satisfactory 
a statement of the sentiments of the judges on the subject as 
to render it unnecessary for the select committee to proceed 
further. 

In consequence of a resolution carried at a meeting of the 
society, your committee has paid considerable attention to 
the subject of the early closing of solicitors’ offices on Satur- 
day afternoon. As, however, no report has as yet been adopted 
by the society, the subject is stil! under the consideration of 
your committee. 

On the 27th February the society expressed its opinion 
that the prizes obtained by gentlemen on passing their final 
examinations should be noticed after the names of such 








gentlemen in the Law List, 
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The first annual dinner was held on the 12th June, at 
the Inns of Courts Hotel, and as the general opinion of 
members appear to be in favour of that addition to the 
society's programme, it is hoped that there will be a similar 
assembly during the coming session. 

The society has found it necessary to express its dissatis- 
faction from that part of the report for 1867 of the Incor- 

orated Law Society, which has reference to law classes and 
ectures ; but your committee believes that it is the intention 
of that society to make more satisfactory arrangements for 
the future, and your committee has much pleasure in statin 
that one of your honorary members has been poo 
Common Law Reader, and will have the general super- 
intendence of the classes and lectures, which your com- 
mittee trusts will receive the support of all articled clerks. 

In concluding the business of the session, your committee 
begs to remind the society that it is by the co-operation of 
all the members, for the promotion of the general advantage, 
that the uninterrupted success, which has hitherto marked the 
society’s career can alone be secured, and rendered permanent 
in the future, 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the first meeting of the society after the long vacation, 
held at the Law Institution, on Tuesday last, the following 
jurisprudential question was discussed :—‘‘ Has the present 
SS acted rightly with regard to the claims of the 

Jnited States arising out of the conduct of this country 
during the late war in America ?” 

The debate was opened by Mr. Uillsin the affirmative, and 
on a division the question was decided in that way by a con- 
siderable majority. The number of members present was 22. 





OBITUARY. 


LORD WROTTESLEY. 

On Sunday last died Lord Wrottesley,a nobleman whose 
name is well known in connection with science, and es- 
pecially with astronomy. Im 1854 he succeeded the Earl of 
Rosse, as President of the Royal Society, resigning in 
1857. He graduated at Oxford, and was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s Inn, in 1823, 


Mr. W. A. F. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. W. A. F. Saunders, barrister, who for twenty years 
had resided and practised at Manchester, died on Tuesday 
last, having only a few hours previously attended the Kirk- 
dale Sessions. His death is attributed to paralysis, resulting 
from the effects of a railway accident some years ago. He 
will be much regretted by the profession at Manchester. 





COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 
Michaelmas Term, 1867, 
BEFORE THE LORD CHANCELLOR AND LORDS 
JUSTICKS. 


Appeals. Snowball v Wrightson 
Harries v Rees Cooper v Martin 
Pearse v Dobinson Imperial Gas Light and Coke 


Morris v Llanelly Railway 


Co. ¥ West London Junc- 
and Dock Co. 


tion Gas Co. (Lim.) 


Kendall v Watson Steward v Jones 

Watson v Kendall Lord Carrington v Wycombe 
Gordon v Gordon Railway Co. 

Johnstone v Hamilton Crump v Moretonhampstead 


Forsbrook v Forsbrook 

Cook v Glass 

Patch v Ward 

Martin v Headon 

Thorpe v Mattinson 

Massey v Massey 

Fielden, Bart, v Mayor, d&c., 
of Blackburn 

Simmons v British Nation 


and South Devon Ry. Co. 
Foster v Oxenham ; Foster v 
Brown; Browu v Foster 
Ross v Estates Investment 
Co. (Lim.) 
Ferrand v Townend 
Hensman v Fryer 
Sullivan v Ward 





Life Assurance Association 
Tilley v Thomas 
Att.Gen. v Mid-Kent Rail- 
way Co. 
Osborne v Duke of Marlboro’ 
Hynam v Dunn 


Hensman v Fryer 

Pietroni v Transatlantic Co. 

Atwood v Mande 

King v Brown 

Price v Peppercorne and ap- 
peal motion 

Pietroni v Transatlantic Co. 





Colquhoun v Ouvry 

Slee v International Bank 

Almond v Surman 

Speight v Foster 

Phillips v Crouch 

Lee v Angas 

Hunt v Williams 

Loveridge v Bates 

Paine v Hutchinson 

Turner v Turner 

Sadler v Pope 

Sadler v Pope 

Sadler v Pope 

Fox v Dellestable 

Humphreys v Humphreys 

Viscountess Gort v Clark 

Harrison v Wardell; War- 
dell v Wardell 

Bauman v James 

Dell v Griffits 

Craven v Trail; Craven v 
Craven 

Ronayne v Ronayne 

Lanfranchi v Mackenzie 

Boyle v Smith 

Jones v Badley 

Betts v De Vitre 

Strahan v Graham 

Brown v Tanner 

Thomas v Cresswell 

Hallows v Fernie ; Danson v 
Fernie ; Gruning v Fernie ; 
Castellain v Fernie 

Hardy v North 

Betts v De Vitre 

Scottish Union Insurance Co. 
v Steele 

Whateley v Laslett 

Willows v Cartwright 

Lehman v McArthur 

Smith v Rennie 

Lawton v Price 

Cheese v Pugh 

Hill v Jones 

Battersby v Hadley 

Brasier v Wyatt 


McCarogher vy Whieldon; 
Whieldon v McCarogher ; 
Re Banks ; Wright v 
Banks 


Rook v Tennant 

Stammers v Elliott 

Grayburn v Clarkson 

Ogilvie v Currie 

Dennison v Curtis 

Betts v Neilson 

Forbes v Steven ; Mackenzie 
v Forbes;Forbes vBowman; 
Roberts v Harrison, V.C. of 
Co. Palatine of Lancaster 

Liverpool Marine Credit Co, 
(Lim.) v Hunter 

Sheppard v Turner 

Gedye v Hemsworth 

Nichol v Brogden 

Harrington v Harrington ; 
Harrington v Harrington 

Pepper v National Meat Con- 
sumers Co. 

Wildy v Mid. Hants Ry. Co, 

United States of America y 
Macrae 

Wilde v Sennett 

Walker v Walker 

Scholey v Central Railway 
Co of Venezuela (Lim.) 

Kent Coast Ry. Co. v London 
Chatham & Dover Ry. Co. 

St. Davids Gold Mining Co. 
v.. Wright 

Tottenham v Maitland 

British and Foreign Ry, Plant 
Co. (Lim,) v Warrant Fi- 
nance Co. (Lim,) 

Hartley v Burton 

Webster v Robinson 

Hawkins v Maltby 

Lloyd v Jones 

Miles v Tobin 

Hutchison v Hastie 

Parkie v Farrar 


Causes. 


Baxendale v West Midland 
Railway Co. 

Baxendale v Great Western 
Railway Co. 

Wood v Scoles 





BEFORE THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Causes, dc. 
Clark v Eversfield 
Ormerod v Rostron 
Thomson v Waterlow 
Atherley v Isle of Wight 
Railway Co. 
Aitchison v Stevens 
Lawrence v Lawrence 
Cellier v Hinde 
Atherley v Isle of Wight 
Railway Co. 
Cox v Horsle 
Fowke v Fowke 
Edwards v Norris 
Womersley v Church 
Vorley v Stuckey 
Dolan v Macdermot 
Luxmoore v Clifton, Bart. 
Gubbins vy Knowles 
Thomas v Nokes 
Corser v Staffordshire Joint 
Stock Bank (Lim.) 
Gibson v Fisher 
Beveridge v Ward 
Simpson v Alliston 
Machen v Machen 
Lowndes v Lee 
Raymond v Lakeman 
Carr v Buchanan 
Peake v Braham’ 
Hirst v Webb 


Harris v Pepperell 
Pease v Jackson 
Edwards v Archer 
Powers v Drakely 
Ford v Ford 
Davies v. Williams 
Evans v Wood 
Robinson v Thompson 
Lee v Goodman 
Shackel v Brown 
In re Cowland; Wilkinson v 
Escreet 
Woods v Scott 
Starkey v Starkey 
Starkey v Leech 
Hitchins v Hitchins 
Pasmore v Attorney-General 
Hanson v Dyson 
Martin v Chapman 
wet v Willis 
Wyley v Evans 
Mackie v Mackie 
Thornhill vy Gamble 
Stroud v Gwyer 
Bushell v Chitty 
Churchill v Churchill 
Tolson v Thirlwall 
Leighton v Hadley 
Owen v Winkle 
Upchurch v Ekin 
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BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR JOHN STUART, 


Causes. 

London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway Co, v Imperial 
Mercantile Credit Associa- 
tion 

Williams v O’Meara 

London, Chatham, aud Dover 
Railway Co. v_ Imperial 
Mercantile Credit Associa- 
tion 

Same v Same 

Same v Same 

Same v Same 

Same v Same 

Same v Same 

Peter v Jones 

Tarner v Chick 

Gannaway v Gouldstone 

Pattison v Summers 

Henderson v Roy 

Wigley v Norris 

Trappes v Cobb 

Bishop of Winchester v Mid- 
Hants Railway Co. 

London and South-Western 
Railway Co. v Somerset 
and Dorset Railway Co. 

Morton v Wood 

Kernott v Chricthley 

Wakeham v Merrick 

Ibberson v Evans 

Johnson v Touchet 

Sanders v Cockrell 

Franks v Bollands 

Shepherd v Gillespie 

Constantine v Constantine 

Frost v Jeffries 

Cooke v Vowels 

Prosser v Thomas 

Morris v Dickson 

Francis v Evans 

White v Richardson 

Treweek v Treweek 

Lobley v Farrer 

Earl Beauchamp v_ Great- 
Western Railway Co. 

lis v Bi, 

Holmes v Whitely 

Williams v Great Eastern 

. gg Co. 
mith v Spurgin 

Jesse v Lb i 

Thomas v Jenkins 

Flockton v Bunning 

Shorter v Dagenham Thames 

+ Dock Co, 

Wardens, Scholars, &c., of St. 
Mary College, Winchester 
v Mid-Hants Railway Co. 

= v Handle 

n v Baggallay 

Trumper v Cave 

Berry v Browne 

ny v Humphreys | 

Burnham vy Burnham 

Barnett v Charles 

es v Great Eastern 
Railway Co. 

Parratt v Harris 

Griffin v Morgan 

Lazenby v Lazenby . 

v Alexander 

Anthony v Lewis 

Young v Whitchurch and 
Ellesmere Banking Co. 


Markham v Kaye 

Dyne v Hodgson 

Fowle v Metropolitan Rail- 
way Co. 

Graham v Blair 

Jenkins v Jenkins 

Jenkins v Jenkins 

Parratt v Pyne 

Clemons v Emerson 

Dundas v Wrexham Mold 
and Connah’s Quay Rail- 
way Co. 

Fouracres v Rowe 

McRae v London, Brighton, 
& South Coast Ry. Co. 

Skeen v Edwards 

Staniland v Wade Ry. Co. 

Lewes v Cambrian Ry. Co. 

Pryse v Cambrian 

Huxham v Bateman 

Durrant v Neal 

Cartwright v Udall 

Jones v Parker 

Robson v Robson 

Williams v Higgins 

Duguid v Duguid 

Seale, Bart. v Lowndes 

Smith v Moreton 

Hanbury v Great Eastern 
Railway Co. 

Adderley v Godfrey 

Heiron v Stone 

Maritime Credit Co. (Lim.) 
v Savill 

ae v Great Eastern Ry. 

0. 

Cutler v Cutler 

Power v Collingwood 

ee v Castle 
ullagar v Hopkins 

Bolton v Bolten 

Green v Dewes 

Williams v Walters 

Higgins v Montefiore, Bart. 


In re Collard; Collard v 
Collard 

Sack v Selfe 

Phippen v Ricketts 


Mason v Baylis 

Hennett v Tewkesbury and 
Malvern Ry. Co. 

Dixon v Collins 

In 4 Dyson’s Estate ; Hough 


v Lo 
Gurney v Gt. Eastern Ry. Co. 
Woodgate v Jobber 
Ellis v Jackson 
Collingwood v Power 
Collingwood v Power 
Taylor v Padwick 
Davey v Enylish 
Ferrie v Calder 
Holbrowv Drew 
Bradford v Brownjohn 
Dear v Beckwith 
Ewart v Chubb 
Taylor v Elsworthy 
Stevenson v Haigh 
Slaymaker v Syer 
Randell v Thomas 
Hurst v Crofts 
Goodair v Wilkinson 


Sharpe v Fo 
Moore v Froaklin 


BEFORE Tee SIR WILLIAM PAGE 


Causes, de. 
Jones v Cambrian Rys, Co. 
Same v Same. 


Walker v Brewster 
Attorney-Gen. v Gt. Eastern 
Railway Uo, 








Trost and Agency Co. of Younghusband v- General 


Australasia 


P 

Hood v Wood 

Portalis v Tetley 

Bosanquet v Great Eastern 
Railway Co. 

Saul v Metropolitan Ry. Co. 

Blake v Hardwicke 

Webster v Manby 

Lambert v Spencer 

Boyd v Shorrock 

Eastwood v Barrow 

Rangeley v Brown 

Hall v Rowland 

Swansea Vale Ry. Co v Budd 

De la Peyrouse v Pelly 

Hoole v Gt. Western Ry. Co. 

United States of America v 
Ferguson 

De la Peyrouse v Pelly 

Newall v Telegraph Con- 
struction and Mainte- 
nance Co, (Lim.) 

Same v Same 

Ferguson v O'Connor 

Bovill v Odlum 

Bovill v Daw 

Bovill v Smith 

Briant v Tebbutt 

Cooke v Forbes 

Vivian v Jervoise, Bart. 

Alger v Preston 

Henderson v Lacon, Bart. 

Barnett v Marzetti 

Mayn v Mayne 

Hixon v Eastwood 

Campbell v Joice 

Underwood v Secretary of 
State in Council 

MeEwen v London, Bombay, 
and Mediterranean Bank 

Pryor v Hilton 

Levi v Blakely 

Cavan v Nicholson 

Johnson v Cowper 

Myers v Newry 

Sinclair v Newland 

Cottrell v Gem 

Plant v Daniell 

Asplin v Rose 

Brook v Archer 

Robins v Robins 

Phillips v Green 

Phillips v Phillips 

Carter v Carter 

Williams v Owen 

Smith v For 

Farquhar, Bart., v Edwards 

Getch v Foster 

Fry v Great Eastern Ry. Co. 

om v Great Eastern Ry. 

0. . 


(Lim.) v 


Steam Navigation Co. 

Tetley v Brown 

Boucicault v Warde 

Price v Hall 

Dobson v Bownes 

Wood v Bradshaw 

Jones v Griffiths 

Story v Stockbridge 

Morgan v Lewis 

Cardell v Hawke 

Mayo v Russell 

Strutt v Norwich & Spalding 
Railway Co. 

Nash v Coombs 

Searby v Tottenham & Hamp- 
stead Junction Rail. Co. 

Taylor v Taylor 

Woodgate ¥ Cooper 

gate v 

Pilcher v Marsh 

Boyd v Petrie 

Peters v Peters 

Gladstone v Gladstone 

Snowball v Metropolitan 
Railway Co. 

Rabbitts v Woodward 

Beresford v Tennant 

Financial Discount Co.( Lim.) 
v Young 

Aldrich-Blake v Ridgway 

Aldrich-Blake v Ridgway 

Armi v Armitage 

Rickman v Johns 

Johnson v Johnson 

Pinnell v Davison 

Earl Beauchamp v Winn 

Blake v Archer; Blake v 
Archer 

Fellden, Bart. v Kendall 

Robins v. Provincial Bank- 
ing Corporation (Limited) 

Bristol and North Somerset 
Railway Co. v. Somerset 
and Dorset Railway Co. 

Banks v Pickslay 

Attorney-General v Edmunds 

Whipham v Whipham 

— — 

Daggett v Ryman. 

Coles ¥ Coles 

Day v Day 

parse v se ny 
ostyn v Mos 

Mata v Loko 

Bradley v Tandy 

Nairne v Guthrie 

Moses v Isaac 

Liebig’s Extract of Meat Co. 
(Lim.) v Hanbury 

Cottrell v Barker 

Hopkins v Threlfall 

Wrigley v Howard 





BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR [SIR RICHARD 
MALINS. 


Causes, &c. 

Johnson v Hodgson 

Dickson v Wason 

International Bank (Lim.) v 
Gladstone 

Begbie v Fenwick 

Munro vy Tendring Hundred 
Railway Co, 

Att.-Gen. v Colney Hatch 
Asylum 

Underwood v Luck 

Bruce v Brown 

Wellesley v Mornington; 
Mornington v Wellesley ; 
Fleischmann v Mornington 

Narrondas v Gledstanes 

Duchess Dowager of Cleve- 
land v Meyrick 


McMurray v Spicer 
Barfield v Loughborough 
Bannister v Lang 
Mentetore, Bart., vEnthoren 
Beyfus v Baillie 

Hunt v Gt. Eastern Ry. Co. 
Greenwood v Tongue 

De Pinna v Sleap 


Co. 

Wilcox v Wilcox 

Vaughan v Baldwin 

Moore v Young 

Lloyd y Llanelly Railway & 
Dock Co. 


Sturmey v Church 
Wharton v Rogers 
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Rogers v Holding 
Pagh v Pogh 
Hartland v Snow 
Westoby v Neal 
Jenkins v Thomas 
Banks v Betts 


Taylor v Cox 
Webster v Hitchins 
Langton v Waite 
Ozanne v Kennedy 
Tongue v Greenwood 
Stein v Ritherdon 
Lane v Fagg Noble v Noble 
Lawson, Bart. v Meynell Rawlins v Biles 
Wing v Tottenham and Coles v Bristowe 

Hampstead Junttion Rail- Jackson v Cooper 

way Co. Mockworth, Bart. v Llynvi 
Howat v Olive & Ogmore Ry. Co. 
Bruton v Bruton Bradby v Whitchurch 
Beadman v Ivens Gibbons v Wreford 
Harvey v Maythorn Symes v Hughes 
Hutton v Marshall Spencer v Chapman 
Piffard v Beeby Brown v Shaw 
Jellowes v Barnett Smith v Coleman 
Portens v Turner Thomas v Brecon & Merthyr 
Tyler v Bricknell Tydfil Junction Ry. Co. 
Smith v Dunnicliff Loughborough v Barfield 


COURT OF PROBATE, 


AND 
COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 
Sittings in and after Michaelmas Term, 1867. 
TRIALS BEFORE THE COURT ITSELF. 





Wednesday ............Nov. 6 | Friday ..........00066 Nov. 15 
UIE Sscch chicago” TEE vic ce neces epics. oa ake 
Friday ..........+. coesee, 99, 8 | Wednesday ............ a ae 
Cl) Ree ae 0 | Thursday bicep eaceen ce, ax an 
Wednesday ............ Pee 3a AT gana aie Pall ie 3 ae 
RUNNIN... ss cont assed »» 14| Saturday ........... Secs. ina 


The causes in the Court of Probate will be taken first. 
Fouuu Court ror Divorce AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 


Friday «.iis.....0... Noy.‘8, 
TRIALS BY JURY. 
Wednesday ............ Nov. 27 | Wednesday ....... osoeedOC,, LL 
Thursday ............... 5, 28] Thursday ...... capneseus SoRACE 
Friday ...... toccccccerss 99 20 | MYiday meet aa koe 
Saturday ............... y, 30 | Saturday ............... Pjegs 
Wednesday ............ Dec. 4| Wednesday ............ eb i 
fs TE 59 5 i MENON OT <5 ss oxo oreo cy » 19 
eRe Nee ie MMM. oikesaeseseoysate a0 
Saturday ........... bese 7 | Saturday ............00 21 





The causes in the Court of Probate will be tried first, 
unless otherwise ordered. 

The judge will sit in chambers for summonses at eleven 
o’clock ; and in court for motions at twelve o’clock ‘on 
Tuesday, Nov. 5. and on every succceding Tuesday until 
Tuesday, Dec. 17, inclusive. 

All papers for motions must be left with the Clerk of the 
Papers before two o’clock on the Thursday before the motion 
is to be heard. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quoration, Oct. 31, 1867. 

(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 























Price 
No. of] Dividend | per 
shares} per annum Names, 'Shares| Paid. | share. 
| £ {€ 8 djJ£ 8 d. 
500] 5 pe & bs} Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life’ 100 {10 0 0/28 0 0 
400'} 40 pe & bs} County... tee «| 100 110 0 0/85 0 0 
40000) 5 pe & bs} Eagle ose pea ose 50 15 0 019 0 0 
1000' | 72 2s 6d pe} Equity and Law ... oe} 100 16 0 017135 0 
20 06) 72 2s 6d pe] English & Scot. Law Life 50 }310 0} 4 0 0 
2700) 5 per cent| Equitable Reversionary... 105 oe OE OO 
4600] 5 percent) Do. New... —... «+ 50 [50 0 0/4315 0 
5000] 5& 3pshb| Gresham Lie .. .... 20 15 0 0 
20000} 5 per cent| Guardian ... eee «+ 100 [50 0 0/4610 0 
20000} 5 per cent} Home & Col. Ass.,Limtd.. 50 |5 0 01015 0 
7500] *§ per cent} Imperial Life... «+; 100 [0 0 O}16 10 0 
60000} 6 per cent} Law Fire... be -- 100 1210 0 0 0 
10000} 324 pr cent! Law Life ... ie «», 100 [10 O 0/5910 O 
100000} 10 per cent| Law Union ine eee WwW 1010 0) 016 6 
2000 | 9s 6d pr sh| Legal & General Life ...; 50 |8 0 0|/ 710 0 
20000) 5 per cent} London& Provincial Law 50 | 4 17 8| 410 0 
40000} 10 pe & bs) North Brit. & Mercantile) 50 | 6 5 0/1510 0 
2500} 124 & bn+| Provident Life ... «» 100 [10 0 0/38 0 0 
689220} 20 per cen:| Royal Exchange... «| Stock} All [3020 0 
— | 6% percent] Sun Fire ... mer wool > bbe All [1750 0 
4000 ov Do. Life ... ove cool ons All (63 @ 0 





——S== 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

3 per Cent. Consols, 9!% Annuities, April, 85 12 11-1ths 
Ditto for Account, Nov. 7, 94% Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 190% 208 
3 per Cent Reduced, 92 Ex Bills, £1000, 34 per Ct, 
New 3 per Cent., 92f Ditto, £500, Do 28 
Do. 34 per Cefit., Jan. ’94 76 Ditto, £100 & £200, 23 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 5} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last half-year) 248 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 248 


eae 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 223 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72, 104 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 5$ per Cent., May, ’79, 109, 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80 114} Ditto Debentures, per Cent, 
Ditto for Account. — April, 64 — 

Ditto 4 per Caac., Oct. 88 1005 Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 106 
Ditto, ditto, Vertificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000. 65 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4per Cent. 89 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 65 pm, 


RAILWAY STOCK. 



























































Shares. Railways. | Paid. Closing Prices, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......scscssesseseees sesee| 100 85 
Stock | Caledonian 100 88 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ..., ; 100 104 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock . 100 324 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 | 100 64 
Stock | Great Northern | 100 109 
Stock Do., A Stock* | 100 1134 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland! 100 97 
Stock | Great Western— Original .........ssss0eee | 100 453 
Stock Do., West Midland—Ox: | 30 
Stock Do.,do.—Newport ....... 3l 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire 127} 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast. 53 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover. 18} 
Stock | London and North-Western.......... coves 1133 
Stock | London and South-Western  .........se000 83 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln......... My 
Stock | Metropolitan consis 121 
Stock | Midland ......... 117% 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby ........000 88 
WROGR | TOPE BKIGIBE | occ csocccccccccccsssecescoscscoesces 34 
Stock | North London .......cceee-ceee 117 

10 BOW I bons lites scsscp thesviepecencscen tes wns i 5 64 
8tock | North Staffordshire | 100 66 
Stock | SOUT DEVON .00cee.--ccccsasceesssscveccccccseseese | 100 47 

Stock | South-Eastern | 100 674 

Stock | Tatt Vale sovesceseresseeeee!| 100 147 
10 Do., C i ore 
{ 











* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 





MoneY MagkeET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

The past week opened with a tendency toarecovery from the 
preceding depression, but the uncertainty attendant on Italian 
affairs, coupled with the depressed state of the French Markets, 
soon brought abouta reversal. On Wednesday another rally took 
place, but the latest intelligence has checked this upward move- 
ment. Speculators are very wary and but little business has 
been effected. In the share market, railway investments are 
looked upon with unabating distrust; this has led to an inquiry 
for the better class of foreign securities. ‘he demand for discount 
at the Bank is brisker than it has been, but is still quiet. Indian 
Government Securities are firm. The greatest fluctuations have 
been those in the railway market, especially with respect to Cale- 
donian Stock. 

Rentes, 67f. 80c. 








We hear from Cambridge that the liberal bequest of Mr. 
M’Mahon for the foundation of law studentships at St. John’s 
College appears already to have borne fruit in an increased 
interest in legal studies. Mr, A. G. Marten, of the Inner Temple, 
formerly Fellow of the College, has undertakén to give a series 
of lectures, upon the study of law as a branch cf liberal education. 
The lectures, which are given in the College hall, are open to all 
members of the University. The first of the series was given on 
Saturday evening, and was well attended, the subject being the 
Judical Function. Mr. Marten dwelt upon the definition and 
philosophical foundation of law, the leading maxims which regu- 
late its administration, and the constitution of the national courts. 
The subjects announced for future lectures are as follows :— 
Lecture 2, on the Law of Kvidence, Nov. 9, 1867; 3, on the Law 
of Property, Nov. 30; 4, on Personal Rights and Duties, Feb. 
1, 1868 ; 5, on the Criminal Law, Feb. 15; 6, on the Ecclesiastical 
and Roman Law, Feb. 29.—Pali Mali Gazette. 


A most difficult piece of legal work has just been finished in 
India by Mr. Whitley Stokes, namely, the drawing up of a code 
of the law of succession, intestate and testamentary, for the 
Taalulehdars of Oudh. The necessity for providing for the 
cases, new to English law, of polygamy and adoption, has 
rendered the task very complicated, and given immense trouble ; 
but it has, at last, been successfully accomplished. Mr. H. S. 
Maine and Mr. Stokes had previously codified the landlord and 
enant law of Oudh. 
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LAW LECTURES AND LAW CLASSES 


AT THE 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 





COMMON LAW. 


C. H. ANDERSON, Esq., LecTuRER AND READER. 
































Hour Hour Hour 
1867. P.M, 1867. P.M. 1868. P.M. 
Nov. 1, Friday ... Lecture... 6to7 | Dec. 13, Friday ... Lecture... 6to07 | Feb. 7, Friday ... Lecture... 6 to7 
» 4, Monday ... Class A wee | Monday .. . Class A » 10, Monday ... Class A 
» 5, Tuesday a a 4.30 » 17, Tuesday AS 4.30 a BS See... a SB 4.30 
* 6. Wednesday aie to 6 ie ‘Walenden gr vl to 6 » 12, Wednesday ,, C to 6 
» 4, Thursday.. D » 19,Thursday.. , D —S ——: ne D 
15, Friday ture ... 6 to 7 Christmas Vacation. » 21, Friday : Lecture ... 6 to 7 
» 18, Monday ... Class A 1868. “2 24, Monday .. . Class A 
» 19,Tuesday... , B 4.30 | Jan. 10, Friday ... Lecture... 6 to7 os See TORS... es 430 
» 20, Scheie os to 6 »» 18, Monday ... Class A » 26, Wednesday ,, C to 6 
» 21, Thursday .. D » 14,Tuesday... 4 B 4.30 eee: rs ua ' 
29, Friday Lecture «. 6to7 » 15, Wednesday , C to6 | Mar. 6, Friday . Lecture ... 6 to 7 
Dec. 2, Monday ... Class A » 16, Zeereiey -- D » 9, Monday ... Class A 
* 3, Tuesday .. ee 4.30 » 24, Friday . Lecture .. 6 to7 ‘i 10, | 4.30 
To © Wednesday a & to 6 se 27, Monday ... Class A . » 11, Wednesday , C to 6 
4 5, Thursday... ,, D o» 28, cue... 9 B 4.30 » 12,Thursday. , D 
» 29, Wednesday ,, C to 6 
» 980, Thursday... ,, D 
CONVEYANCING. 
T. Lu. MURRAY BROWNE, Ese., LecturFR aND READER. 
1867. pu | 1868. u, | 1868. rad 
Nov. 8, Friday ... Lecture... 6to7 | Jan. 38,Friday ... Lecture... 6to7 | Feb. 14, Friday ... Lecture... 6 to7 
(aes Monday .. . Class 4 » 6, Monday ... Class A » 17, Monday ... Class A 
» 12, Tuesday... ,, 4.30 a A” RSS, 4.30 «o Uh Feeley... « 3 4.30 
ame | Wednesday “4 b to 6 » 8, Wednesday ,, C to 6 ie: | Wednesday « & to 
» 14, —- D » 9,Thursday.. , D aoe vr winged ce 
» 22, Friday . Lecture . «- 6 to7 » 17,Friday ... Lecture... 6 to7 » 28,Friday ... Lecture... 6 to7 
» 25, Monday ... Class A » 20, Monday ... Class A Mar. 2. Monday ... Class A 
» 26, Tuesday .. a 4.30 » Si; Taueday... . 8B 4.30 i (See. ag 4.30 
5 37, Wednesday PCL: to 6 » 22, Wednesday , C to 6 » 4, Wednesday , C to 6 
28, Thursday .. D pm er taadan D » 5,Thursday.. , D 
Dec. 6, Friday ... Lecture ... 6 to 7 » 31, Friday + Lectare - 6to7 » 18,Friday ... Lecture... 6 to 
» 9, Monday ... Class A Feb. 3, Monday .. A » 16, Monday ... Class A 
» 10, Tuesday .. eo a 4.30 - 4, Tuesday .. ae 4.30 | °,, 17, Tuesday .. ot a 4.30 
pee: Wednesday en iS to 6 a 5, Wednesday Pi to 6 wae Wednesday « ic to 6 
nm 12, Thursday.. ,, D »  6,Thursday.. , D os AG SE oe ce ae 
EQUITY. 
Str GEORGE YOUNG, Bart., LecrureR AND READER. 
1868. ry va | 1868. _ 
Mar. 20, Friday ... Lecture... 6 to7 Aprili7, Friday hom . 6to7 | May 8,Friday ... Lecture... 6 to 
% = Monday .. . Class A oo BD Monday .. e+e Class A 7. Sas Monday .. . Class : 
» 24,Tuesday... ,, B 4.30 99) Sy Teeetasy ...:. » B 4.30 » 12, Tuesday .. 
» 36° Wednesday ab to 6 a Wednesday ae to 6 Pa Wednesday en 
» 26, erm D): » 28, Thursday .. D » 14, Thursday .. 
” 97, Frida: . Lecture .. . 6to7 » 24, Friday Lecture ce CTF » 15, Friday wee 
» 80, Monday ... Class A »» 27, Monday ... Class A Fie} meu. . Class A 
81, Tuesday... ,, B( 430] > 98, Tuesday... ,, Bl 430] ” 19, Tuesday 78 430 
April 1, Wednesday us © to 6 » 29, Wednesday a: to 6 ae Wedneaday » Sf to 6 
* 2; Thursday... ,, 30, pees D » 21, Thursday re 
» 8, Friday ... Lecture.. 6 to7 May 1, Friday . Lecture ... 6 to7 » 22, Friday Lecture ... 6 to 
» 6, Monday ... Class A » 4, Monday ... Class A » 25, Monday ... Class 4) 
» 4%, Tuesday... ,, B 4.30 » 5, Tuesday... ,, Al 4.30 : ee” a eB 4.80 
» 8, Wednesday °, C{ to6| |, 6, Wednesday 5, Cf to6| ,, 27,Wednesday ,, of to 6 
» 9,Thureday,. ” D * 47,Thursday.. ” DJ ” 98; Thursday. * D 
Easter Vacation. 














SPREE re elated 
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THE Otago Daily Times of the 31st May, publishes the follow- 
ing :—The resident, magistrate heard, yesterday, evidence and 
argument onan information, charging Mr.. Henry Smythies, 
solicitor, with an offence against the 8rd section of the Law 
Practitioners Act Amendment Act, 1866, in that he practised as 
a barrister and svlicitor of the Supreme Court, he having been 
convicted of forgery (in England), and not having received a free 
pardon. Evidence as to Mr. Smythies having” practised was 
given by officers of the Supreme Court ; and there was put ina 
eertified copy of a conviction at the Central Criminal Court in 
1839. The evidence as to the identity of the person so convicted, 
with Mr. Smythies, was made up of Mr. Snythies’ deposition in 
one of the earliest proceedings in the conteution between Capt. 
Russell and Mr. G. E. Barton, and of a letter which, about the 
same period (May, last year), was published in the Daily Times. 
The reception of this evidence was objected to, on the ground 
that when the deposition was published, the offence was known 
in the colony, the Act under which the  paceeccd is instituted 
having been passed in October, 1866, and having come into oper- 
ation the Ist January last. A preliminary objection was taken 
that the prosecution should have been by the Attorney-General, 
ifatall. It was also urged that the prosecution was calculated 
to bring the Judges into contempt, seeing that, before they con- 
sented to Smythies’ application for admission to practise, they had 
inquired into all the circumstances now alleged ; and seeing also 
that, even after the Amendment Act cameinto operation, Mr. 
Smythies paid the fees for, and received a certificate authorising 
him to practise during the year ending on the 10th January, 
1866. The magistrate held that, after the evidence given, he 
had no alternative but to commit him for trial; but he at once 
—— with the suggestion made by the prosecution, and accep- 
ted Mr. Smythies’ personal recognizances for appearance in the 
Supreme Court. 


Lawsuits are often unprofitable things. A Vermont paper 
tells of a trial at law between two men in that State, about a 
sheep. worth five dollars, the ownership of which was disputed. 
The case was heard twice, and the plaintiff recovered 116 dolls. 
46 damages and costs of the defendant ; whilst the plaintiff, al- 
though successful, was still out of pocket some 280 dolls. for 
lawyers’ fees. Each of the disputants might have bought a flock 
of sheep for what it cost him to quarrel over a single animal. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Oct. 22.—By Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Leasehold, 7 houses, Nos. 356, 358, 350, 362, 364, 366, and 368, Albany- 
road. Camberwell-road, producing £230 per annum; term, 10 years 
unexpired. at £415 per annum—Soid for £635. 

Freehold property, known as Broomhal!-farm, Cranley, Surrey, com- 
prising a cottage, with buildings, and 374 acres of pasture jand— 
Sold for £1,210. e 

By Mr. Geo. GoutpsmiTH. 

Leasehold house, No. 4, Moreton. terrace, Pimlico, let at £35 per annum ; 
term, 62 years unexpired, at £8 per annum—Sold for £435. 

Leasehold residence, No. 34, Dorset-square, with cvach-house and 
stable at the rear; term, 41 years unexpi ed, at £30 per annum—Sold 
for £2,000 

Leasehold residence, No. 38, Chester-square, Belgravia, let on lease at 
£155 per annum; term, 78 years uvexpired, at £21 10s. per annum— 


Sol. for £2,500. - 
By Messrs J. & R. Kemp. 
Reversion to a legacy of £1,000 receivable on the death of a lady aged 60 
years—Sold for £460. 
By Mr. Ricnarps. 
Freehold house. situate in Church-road, Church-street, Lower Edmon- 
ton, letat £'5 perunnum Sod for £265. 
Freehold hou-e, situate as above, annual value £27—Sold for £360. 
Freehold, 2 plots of building laud fronting Lowther-hill, Forrest-hill— 
Sold for £170. 
Freehvld house with shop and ecttage adjoining, situate in the High road, 
Lower Edmonton, producing £38 pe: annum—Sold for £50/. 
Oct 23.— By Messrs, FuLten & Horsey. 
Freehold building site, with wharf on the Thames at Bankside, South- 
wark, occupying an area of about 7,960 square feet—sold for £.,750, 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE. 
Oct. 22.—By Messrx. Stan ey, Roprnson, & Parmer. 
Leasehold residence, No. 3, Markhum-strect, King’s-road, Chelsea, let 
at £:0 per aunum; term,40 years unexpired, at £4 per annum— 
Sold for £235. 





By Messrs. G, & W. Knicut, 
Leasehold residence with stabling and garden, No 7, Highbury-hill, let on 
lease at £140 perannum, term, 99 years from 1859 at £15 per annum 
and sold subject to a mortgage of £1,000—Sold for £590. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS.. 


BIRTHS. 
CROUCH—On Oct. 30, at 2, Warsaw-villas, St. John’s-park, Upper 
Holloway, the wife of James W. Crouch, Esq., of Gray’s-inn, of a 


*on. 
ROSERTS--On Oct. 30, at Brynderw, Surbiton, Surrey, the wife of 
Richard W. Roberts, Esq., of Gray’s-inn, of a son, 


MARRIAGES, 

BARTON—COCKS—On Oct. 26, at St. Barnabas Church, South Lam- 
beth, Surrey, James Barton, Esq., Solicitor before the Supreme Courts 
of Scotlani, to Caroline, daughter of the late Mr. James Cocks, of 
Wandsworth, Surrey, 








GOODMAN—WORTHINGTON—On Oct. 29, at St. Luke’s Church, Leek, 
Staffordshire, Thomas Davenport Goodman, Esq., Solicitor, Chapel-en. 
le-Frith, Derbyshire, to Emily Jane, daughter of Andrew J. Worthing. 
ton, Esq., of Leek. 

JENKINS—JOHNSTON—On Oct. 24, at the parish church, Carnmoney, 
Edward Jenkins, Barrister-at-Law, Lincoln’s-inn, son of the Kev. Join 
Jenkins, D.D., Montreal, to Matilda, daughter of Philip Johnston, Es q 
J.P., Dalriada, Belfast. 

, DEATHS, 


CLARK—On Oct. 29, at Addison-house, Margate, Herbert Courtenay, 
son of Alfred Clark, of 31, Addison-gardens, South Kensington, and 
4, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, aged six weeks. 

DEVEREUX—On Oct. 26, at his residence, Florence house, Nightingale. 
road, Southsea, William Devereur, Esq., Solicitor, aged 66, 

LAWRENCE-On Oct. 25, at 1, E-sex court, Temple, Frederick Law- 
rence, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 46. 

M’CLELLAND—On Oct. 18, at 14. Forth-street, Edinburgh, George 
McClelland. Esq., Writer to the Signet. 

PAGET—On Oct. 24, aged 18, Walter Benwell, son of Alfred Paget, 
Esq , Solicitor, Leicester. 

WEIGHT—On Oct. 10, Mr. William Weight, for nearly 50 years a clerk 
in the office of Messrs. Nichoil, Burnett, and Newman, and their pre- 
decessors, formerly of 18, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


@Minding-up of Joint Stock Compantes 
Farivar, Oct. 25, 1867. ‘ 
LiMiTED IN CHanNcERY. 

Buxton Hotel Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Oct 8, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins, 
ou Nov 8. Davis & Barnard, Gresham-bidgs, Basiughall-st, solici- 
tors for the petitioner, 

British and American Telegraph Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding-up, presented Oct 15, directed to be. heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Malins, on Nov 8. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for 
the petijzioner. 

New Mansfield Copper and Silver Mining Company (Limited).—By 
an order made by Vice-Chancellor Malins, dated Oct 16, it was 
ordered that the said company be weund-up. Davidson & Co, 
Basinghall-st, eclicitors for the petitioners. 

Mercantile Trading Company (Limited),—Vice-Chancellor Malins 
has fixed Nov 5 at 1, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
official liquidator. 

Srannarres oF Devon. 

Leawood Mining Company.—Fetition for winding-up, presented Oct 
18, directed. to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Prince's 
hall, Truro, on Wednesday, Nov i3 at 12. Affidavits intended to be 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must’ be filed at 
the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Saturday, Nov 9, and 
notice thereof must, at the same time, be given to the petitioner, 
his solicitor, or agent. Chilcott, Truro, solicitor for the petutioner , 


County Patatine or LANCASTER. 
Union Brewery Company (Limited).—The District Registrar has ap- 
pointed Oct 31, at 12, at his office, Cross-st-chambers, Cross-st, 
Manch, to settle the list of contributories. 


TvuEspay, Oct. 29, 1867, 

East Kongsberg Native Silver Mining Company of Norway (Limited), 
—Petition fur winding up and for the Femoval of the present Liqui- 
dators, and the appointmeut of others, prevented Aug 13, directed 
to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Wood on Nov 9. Kolt, Skin- 
ner’s pl, Sise lane. solicitor for tHe petitiouer. 

International Hoiel Company (Limited). « Petition for winding up, 
presented Oct 3, direcied to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins 
on Nov 8. Pead, Gt George-st, Westwiuster, sulicitor for the peti- 
tioners. 

Great Dinorben Mining Cempavy (Limited).—Petition for winding up 
prese:ted Aug 1, directed to be heard betore the Vice-Chancellor at 
the Assize Courts, Manchester, on Weduesday Nov 27 at 10. Blain 
& Chorlton, Manchester, solicitors for the petitiouers. 

Orieutal Inland Steam Company (Limited).—Feution for winding-up 

resented Aug 11, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Mains on Nov 8. ‘Tilleard & Co, Olid Jewry, solicitors for the potie 
tioners. 

Royal Bank of Liverpool.—Petition for winding-up, presented Oct 24, 
divected to be heard before Vice-Chanceliur Malius on Nov 8. 
Field & Co, Lincoln's-iun-fieids, sulicitors for the petitioners. 

STaNNaRIES OF CORNWALL. 

Great Trewollack Wheal Kose Silver Lead Mining Company (Limited). 
—Petition for winding up, presented Oct 24, directed to be heard 
before the Vice-Wurden, at the Priuce’s-hall,ruro, on Saturday, 
Nov 16 at 10. Affidavits intended to be used at the heariny, in 
opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s oftice, 
Truro, on or before Wednesday, Nov 13, and notice thereof must, at 
the same time be given to the petitioner, his solicitor,or agent. 
Chilcott, Truro, solicitor for the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpar, Oct. 25, 1867, 


Fradly Friendly Society, Crown-inn, Fradly, Stafford. Oct 18. 

Freedom’s Grand Daughter Lodge (No. 35) of the Ancient Order of 
United Odd Fellows, West Houghton, Lancaster. Oct 22. 

Mercantile Mutual Philanthropic Friendly Society, Sugar Loaf Tavern, 
Gt St Helen’s. Oct 23. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespar, Oct. 29, 1867. 
or Wm Fras, Barnet, Biewer. Dec 2. Gregory Gregory, V. C. 
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CTrevitors under 22 & 23 Wict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, Oct. 25, 1867. 
Bowyer, Hy Jas ony Cheltenham, Gloucester, Gent. Dec 21. 
Tanner, Cheltenham. 
Buigen, Edwd Hugo, Barelly, East Indies, Paymaster 37th Regiment 
Feb 1. Peachey, Salis! 
Cady, Geo, Sudbury, Suffolk. Tosmen. Nov 25. Ransom, Sudbury. 
Chambers, Geo, Russia-row, + soe > Manufacturer. Dec 1. 
Lawrance & Co, Old en -chambe 
Fishwick, Wm Chas, High ht te "Decks, Clothes Salesman. Dec 
17, Clarke, High Wycom 
—_— Hy, Cambridge, M Merchant. Dec 1. Grain & Winter, Cam- 


bridge. 
Lyon, John Briant, Sheffield, Surgeon. Jan 1, Fernell, Sheffield. 
Powell, David, Amwell-st, Pentonville, Surgeon. Dec 20. Lyne & 
Holman, Austin Friars. 
Robertson, Jas, Worcester, Surgeon-Dentist. Nov 23. Hyde & 
Clarke, Worcester. 
an loys Spacey Winchester, Widow. Nov 11. Waters, Win- 


slomon, “Solomon, Southampton, Hotelkeeper. Dec 2. Hickman, 

uthampton. 

Stanley, Thos, Aston-new-Town, nr Birm, Gent. Nov 30. Rawlins & 
Rowley, Birm. 

me, a i Windsor, Berks, Licensed Victualler. Dec 24. Phillips, 
lew 

", Jas, Lee-rd, Blackheath, Kent, Gent. Jan 1. Scard, Gt St 


Helens. 
Wright, Thos Powtrill, Old Manor House, Clapham, Esq. Nov 25, 
Francis, Tokenhouse-yd. 


Turspay, Oct. 29, 1867. 
eee, Wm, Worcester, Surveyor of Roads. Dec 20. Huxley» 


rcester. 
Brown Hy, Salford, Lancaster, Gent. Nov 23. Farrington, 
Man 


neh, 
Collinge, Jas, Reeds Holme, Lancaster, Yeoman. Dec 10. Woodcock 
& Sons, Haslingden. 
om, Bits, Godmanchester, Huntingdon, Shop Keeper. Dec 2. 
bun, Huntingdon. 
One nate vm, ram, RaCUeearepen -Tweed, Clothier. Decl, Meluse & Porteous, 
‘0 


bap 27 | Eawd, ‘Sandal Magna, York, Engineer. Dec 16. Brown, Wake- 


Parker, John, Mirfield, York, Surgeon. May 1. Chadwick & Son, 
wsb ury. 
Sharman, Richa, Ham, Somerset, Coal Merchant. Dec3i. Hayman, 
North Curry. 
ere Rev Wm, Stapleford Tawney, Essex, Clerk, Nov 30. Blake, 
thbury. 
oo Swinton, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 16. Weston & Grover, 


— John, Wrockwardine, Salop, Esq. Dec 24. Potts & Son, 
oseley, 
— sir Geo Jas, Park-crescent, St Marylebone, Lord Justice. Dec 
Turner, Lincoln’s-inn. 
White, Sami Hallett, Mount Pleasant, Tulse-hi!l,Gent. Dec 6, Evans 
& Foster, Gray’s-inn-sq. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fray, Oct. 25, 1867. 
Senets, ener, Windermere, Westmorland, Chemist. Sept 26. Asst. 


Reg 
yg nes +" Moor-lane, Manufacturing Milliner. Sept 25. Comp. 

ig Oct 
py John Conrad, High-st, Woolwich, Tailor. Oct 21, Comp. Reg 


Brive Augustus, Wycombe-ter, Hornsey-rd, Mason. Oct 22. Comp. 


1g 
Brown, Richd, Sephemr pitt, Clapham, Coach Builder. Sept 13. 
Comp. Keg Oct 2 
gre, Peter, Gren, Carpet Warehouseman. Sept 24. Asst. 
ig 
ae Edwin, Hay, Brecon, Grocer. Sept 30. Asst. Reg 


me Jas ae ynrennt, Westminster, Civil Engineer. Oct 21. 
t 
es  N P.~! Cinpsceaber, Gloucester, Plumber. Oct 14. Cony. Reg 
Chichester, Geo Augu Hamilton, Abingdon, Berks, Esq. Oct 24, 
Comp. Reg Ovt 
Pare, a8 Robt Catling, Manch, File Manufacturers. Sept 25. 
Cony. 23. 
folios) Mark, Broad-st, Bloomsbury, Hatter. Oct 18. Comp. Reg 
Comsinghars, | Richd, Canterbury, Kent, Watchmaker. Oct 14 Comp. 
Reg 
Croft, Elizabeth Butcher Mary, Felixstow, Suffolk, Schoolmistress. 
Oct 16. Comp. Reg Oct 22. 
“wn Thos, Gatley y rns nr Dewsbury, York, Chemist. Sept 30° 
Crome, Giovanni, & = Felmingham, Nottingham, Picture Frame 
Manvfacturer. Oct Comp. Oct 24. 
om, Marin & & wm ‘Sabie St Paul’s-rd, Bow, Builders. Sept 25. 
6 ~: Wm, Rotherham, York, Modeller. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 


Dowel, Benjamin Willet, “Cornhill, Builder, Oct 15. Comp. Reg 


' Evans, John, Erdington, Warwick, Gan-barrel Filer. Oct 17. Com 
Reg Oct 24. r si 


Pec & Geo, jun, Halton Skitter, Lincoln, Farmer. Oct 1. Asst. 


Firmston, Joba, ta Hammersmith, Licensed Victualler. Oct 3. 
— Reg Oc 





Fisher, Fredk Thos, Cambridge, Grocer. Oct 2. Asst. Reg Oot 25° 
be elon High-st, Poplar, Bootmaker. Oct 15. Comp. Reg 


23. 
Hartland, John, Sheffield, Bricklayer. Oct 17. Comp. Reg Oct 24. 
Hedges, isn” jan, Slough, Bucks, Sub-Contractor. Oct 23. 
88 
Hicks, Jas, Melena-n rd, New-rd, Hammersmith, Builder. Sept 30. 
mp. Reg 
Hoffman, John Wm, Birm, Patentee. Oct 9. Comp. Reg Oct 15. 
ao Jas, Coleman-st, Coffee-house Keeper. Oct 23. Comp. 
g 
= John, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Draper. Oct 2. Conv. Reg 
it 2 
Kemp, Emma, Nottingham, Milliner. Oct 22. Comp. Reg Oct 23. 
Kerl, Mary, Bedford, Widow. Oct 16. Comp. Reg Oct 2 
Kite, Wm Hatcher, Caledonian-rd, Pentonville, | my Sept 30. 
Comp. Reg Oct 23. 
iain. Geo.” Thruxton, Hants, Blacksmith. Oct 23. Comp. Reg 
3 


24, 
9 > i Thos, Sheffield, York, Grocer. Sept 26, Asst. Reg 


Laws, Jas, Gorleston, Suffolk, Miller. Sept 23. Asst. Reg Oct 24. 

Lees. Sam, Lees, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Sept 24. Comp. Reg 

Levy, Isaac, Richmond-rd, Barnsbury, Professor of Music. Oct 
15. Comp. Reg Oct 24. 

Littler, Wm, Edmund Littler, & Jas Schofield Littler, a Surrey, 
Silk and Cotton Printers. Oct 24. Comp. Reg Oct 

McMitchan, Andrew, Sutherland-sq, Walworth, Clerk in Civil Service. 
Oct 15. Comp. Reg Oct 25, 

Maryman, Robt, Basten rd, Gent. Oct2. Comp. Reg Oct 23. 

Morris, Thos, Therrow, Brecon, Farmer. Oct 2. Comp. Reg Oct 25. 

i — Leopold, Hanway-st, Watchmaker. Oct 24. Comp. 

x 
a Deer Dadd, Sidney-rd, Stockwell, Accountant. Oct 14. Comp. 


‘4 
omy % se, Thetford, Norfolk, Cabinet Maker. Sept 25. Conv. 
t 


Re, 

opt m4 Hy, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch. Oct 22. Comp. 
eg 

bh John, Landport, Southampton, Grocer. Sept 28. Asst. 
me Oct 24. 

Parlane, Wm, Weston, Chester, Grocer. Sept 30. Asst. Reg 


Oct 23. 
omy es Robt, Sheepbridge, Derby, Innkeeper. Sept 28. Comp. 


Pouiton, Wm, St Gomer '8-yd, Caledonian-rd, Cab Proprietor. Oct 24. 
Comp. Reg Oct 2 

Feeseed, Chas, Chas Geo Poupard, & Andrew Gray Machemsie, 
Stratford, Essex, Emery Merchants. Oct 28. Asst. Reg Oct 25. 

Prout, Mary, Ch eetham, Manch, Lace Dealer. Oct 21. Comp. Reg 


Genders, Geo, Bridlington, York, Excise Officer. Oct 17. Asst. Reg 


Oct 
Shelley, Jas, Welvechammpton, Stafford, Charcoal Dealer. Oct 12 
Comp. Reg Oct 2 
Shilton, Wm, Geceheviaiéeh, Corn and Coal Dealer. Oct 14, Comp. 
Reg Oct 25. 

Simon, Geo Young, & Wm Hy Ivimy, Mark-lane, Wine Merchants. 
Sapt 26. Asst. Reg Oct 23 

smith Curt raivestempten, Stafford, Fishmonger. Oct 23. Comp. 

eg 

Stronach, John, — Cumberland, Timber Merchant. Oct 16. - 
oun, Reg Oct 2 

Swire, Wm Clare, & Thos Swire, Haslingden, Lancaster, Cotton Manu- 
facturer. Octl. Asst. Reg Oct 25. 

Thurley, Abraham, Woodford, Essex, Gardener. Oct22. Comp. Reg 


Oct 24. 
Tile, Wim, Ann-st, New North-rd, out of business. Sept 13. Comp. 

‘4 
1% Jas, Southport, Lancaster, Bookseller. Oct 9. Asst. Reg 


Wilkincon, Joseph, Stockton, Durham, Grocer. Oct 2. Asst, Reg 


Oct 
—— = Steph, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Jeweller. Oct 19. Asst. 
eg Oc 
Young, John” Geo Lambton, Tunbridge, Kent, Schoolmaster. Oct 3. 
Comp. Reg Oct 23. 
Tvespar, Oct. 29, 1867. 
Alexander, Chas,Whitechapel-rd, Tobacconist. Oct 11. Comp. Reg 
t 28. 


Oc! 
——, Joseph, Burghfield, Berks, Grocer. Sept 28. Asst. Reg 
Barlow, on, Little Budworth, Chester, Innkeeper. Oct 26. Comp. 


Reg Oct 
Barniah Maria, Rochdale, Lancaster, Widow. Oct 25. Comp. Reg 
Paemene Wm, Rochdale, Lancaster, Surgeon. Oct 7. Asst. Reg 


cla, ‘im Woda, Gunter-ter, Fulham-rd, no occupation. Oct 17. 

mp: 

Clayton, ion Mirfield, York, Waste Puller. Oct 23. Comp. Reg 
2 


Oct 29. 
Cue, Betty, Brighouse, York, Shopkeeper. Oct 23, Comp. Reg 
Crate, Thos Gilderdale, Sheffield, Joiner. Oct 10. Comp. Reg 


Coward, Wm, Bristol, Pork Butcher. Oct 1. Asst. Reg Oct 26. 
ee Oe — Leeds, Journeyman Orramenter. Oct 16. Conv. 
t 2 
Deven, Alex Mutter, & o McMinn Inglis, Lpool, Merchants. Sept 
30. Asst. Oct 26, 
ey eS Hermann, Dean-st, Soho, Upholsterer. Oct15. Comp. Reg 


Oct 2 
a Oxford-st, Upholsterer. Sept 28. Comp. Reg 


t 26. 
Durrant, Jas, Stoke Norwich, Norfolk, Meal Merchant. Oct 17. Comp 
Reg Oct 28. 
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Edwards, Wm, & Fredk Wiedenbach Whichelo, Iver, Bucks, Paper. 
Makers, Oct 16. Comp. Reg Oct 26. 

Evans, John, Dawley, Salop, Grocer. Oct 17. Asst. Reg Oct 28. 

— — South Shields, Durham, Painter. Oct 19. Asst. Reg 


meen, Wm, Sreataghonmets Deptford; House Decorator. Oot 14. 
Comp. Reg Oct 2 


bey yt — Whitehaven, Cumberland, Boot Maker. Oct9, Asst. 
be or G Wm, Silver-st, Golden-sq, Butcher. 


Oct |. Comp. Reg 
Harding, Geo, Edmund-ter, Notting-hill, out of employment. 
28. Comp. Reg Oct 26. 
en my Thomeca, Maidstone, Kent, Miller. Oct 16. Comp, 
— eae» aermneny, Mantle Manufacturer. Sept 30. Comp. 
Hilbert, Richd, Hunslet, Leeds, Boot Maker. Oct 25. Comp. Reg 
Hobeon, Geo, Haslingden, Lancaster, Clothier. Oct 14. Comp. Reg 
—- Wm, West Bromwich, Stafford, Innkeeper. Oct 18, Comp. 
Hagel Thos John, Stadhampton, Oxford, Surgeon. Sept 30. Comp. 


Jannings, Wm, Oxford-st,Laceman. Oct 4. Comp. Reg Oot 29 
Jones, Thos, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Builder. Oct 2. Samp. “Reg 


Oct 26, 
Myers, ok Cavendish-sq, Trunk Maker, Oct 26. 
it 


Comp. 
Naylor, pm jun, Ramsgate, Kent, Gent. Oct 10. 


Sept 


Comp. Reg 

Noone, Geo Edwd, New Cross-rd, Ironmonger. Oct2, Comp. Reg 

br a, Rotherham, York, Grocer. Sept 27. Asst. Reg 

Parker, Roger, & John Shaw, Preston, Lancaster, Foundrymen. Sept 
28, Asst. Reg Oct 25. 

Pearson, fame ty Lpool, & John Lilly, Manch, Merchants. Oct 22. 
Asst. 

Peel, Thos Giitord, , Lant-st, Southwark, Wholesale Stationer. Sept 
28. Asst. 

Poole, Clement thar Fo Foots Cray, Kent, Paper Pulp Manufacturer. 
Oct 4. Comp. Reg Oct 25. 

» Robt, College-st, Dowgate-hill, Wine Cooper. Oct 24. 

Comp. Reg Oct 28. 

—, Richd, Gt Bolas, Salop, Market Gardener. Oct 2. Asst, 

Bherratt, Enoch, Burslem, Stafford, Tailor. Oct 1. Comp. Reg 

t 28. 


Simpson, Edw, Swinton, York, Innkeeper. Oct 10. Asst. Reg Oct 28 
Slater, Abraham, Wakefield, York, Draper. Oct 19. Asst. Reg Oct 26. 


Smith, Wm, Essex-rd, Islington, Draper. Oct 28. Comp. Reg Oct 29 

Speltz, Louis, Lpool, Merchant. Oct 28. Comp. Reg Oct 29, 

Spittle, David, Birm, Publican. Oct 18. Comp. Reg Oct 26. 

Tatier, Esther, Longton, Stafford, Widow. Oct 22. Comp. Reg Oct 28. 

De Joshua, Halifax, York, Draper. Oct 7. Comp. Reg 
t 23. 

Travis, Saml, Pamiram, Gloucestershire, out of business. Oct 15, 

Comp. Reg Oct 29. 

Tose Geo, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Butcher. Oct 23. Comp. Reg 
t 

Varley, Chas, Geo Armstead, Geo Taylor, Joseph Dougill, & John 

w, Leeds, Hackle Pin Makers. Oct 3. Asst, Reg Oct 25. 

toe es Fras, Broadway, Westminster, Stationer. Oct 23. Comp. 

Whats, Thos. ‘Cavendish- rd, South Lambeth,Grocer. Oct7. Comp. 
eg Oct 28 

— Chas, East End, Finchley, Surgeon. Octl. Asst. Reg 

_ typ ~y ~- North- cbldgs, Eldon-st, Finsbury, Upholsterer. Oct 4. 

= don Bawa, Norland, York, Farmer. Oct 10. Comp. Reg 

toe Louth, Lincoln, Boot Manufactnrer. Oct 12. Comp. 


Wyatt, Wm, Bourton-on-the-Hill, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Oct 1° 
Asst. Reg Oct 28, 





Sankruypis. 
Farivar, Oct. 25, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 


Bennett, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. 
Nov 20 at 11. 


Blake, Ethelstane Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Londen. Adj Oct 21. 
Roche. Nov 20 at! 
ee _ tities for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21, Roche. 
lov 20 a 
nee ine Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche, Nov 
Adj Oct 21. Roche. Nov 


20 at 
Banya, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Pit. ‘he Sturminster Marshall, Dorset, Saddler. Pet Oct 22. 
Murray. Nov }! at 12, Peacock, South-eq, Gray’s-inn. 
— Ae Aldermanbury, a Draper. Pet Oct 21. Roche. 
, Basinghail-at 
Cleter,Shistopher Olsen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. 
Nov 20 
Cooper, sper, Walter ‘Soot, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. 
Roche. Nev 20 at 
Coutts, Chas, Warden-rd, out of business. Pet Oct 22, Murray. 
Hor il at 12. Hillearys & Tunstall, Fenchureh-bidgs, Fen- 
Vy 
Curtis, Alfred, we" for Debt, ware. Pet Oct 21 (for pau) 
Nov fiatl. Dobie, 


Boche. 
Cutler, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, a Adj Oct 21. Roche. Nov 





cea, Os Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Aaj Oct 21. Roche. 
‘ov 20 
. cok Phillips, Portsea, Hants, Accountant. Pet Oct 22. 
Murray. Nov liatll. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 
is, Francisco, Woburn-bidgs, Tavistock-sq, Grocer. Pet Oct 93, 
urray. Nov 1i at 1. Horwood, Philpot-lane. Fenchurch -st. 
a Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 17. Nov 13 
at 12 
Fallwood, J ose Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. 
‘ov 20 at 
Gamble, Bove, Esmond-rd, Bow, Linen Draper. Pet Oct 22. Murray. 
Nov Il at 12. Steinberg, Bread-st, Cheapside. 
Gannaway, Wm, King-st, Hammersmith, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 28, 
Murray.’ Nov 11 atl. Peverley, Coleman-st. 
Gosset, Robt, Canton-pl, Edmonton, Auctioneer, Pet Oct 22. Murray. 
Nov I! at 12. yet ” Quildhall-yd. 
— Joseph, Thornton-heath, Surrey, House Agent. Pet Oot 23, 
Murray. Nov llati. Chidley, Old Jewry. 
ss J ri Gregory, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche 
Higginson, Fras, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Pet Oot 22 
4 4 Nov Il at 12. Sole & Co, Aldermanbu ree 
ilipy Ba et oe Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. 
‘ov 20 
— Gabriel, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. Nov 
Joeerh, ‘ay, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. Nov20 
at 
soweni, a Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. Nov 
kipitanen, Wm John, ee Essex, Clerk. Pet Oct 19. Roche, 
Novéatil. Drake, Basinghall-st. 
eset. Wn, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. Nov 
Metcalf, we Offord-rd, Caledonian-rd, Saddler. Pet Oct 22. Roche. 
Nov liatll. Hicks, Orchard-st, Portman- 8q 
Milward, Wm, Ryde House, Peckham Rye, Grocer. Pet Octl. Roche, 
Nov6atll. W » Fenchurch-st, 
eS Fuippe, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. 
‘ov 20 at 
Morgan, Sarah, Lloyd-sq, Clerkenwell, Wholesale Milliner. Pet Oct 23. 
Murray. Nov6atl. Weightman, ‘Guildhall. chambers. 
Newman, Jas, Roman-rd, Old Ford, Bread Baker. Pet Oct 17. Roohe. 
Nov 6 at 12. George, Fenchurch-st. 
= John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 17. Nov 13 
oe , Fredk, Brightli Essex, Builder. Pet Oct 24. Murray, 
Nove at |. "Jones, Co Colcheste ter. . 
Parker, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct2!. Nov 20atl. 
Penn, Alfd, Essex-rd, Islington, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Oct 21. 
Roche. Novéati. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, os 
nee, Wm Hy, ee, Kent, Builder. Pet Oct 21. Roche. Nov 
6at12. Bower & Cotton, Chancery-lane. 
Potter, Fredk Chas, Well-st, South Hackney, Baker. Pet Oct 23. 
Murray. Nov ll atl. Hicks, Orchard-st, Portman-sq. 
ei Le ya Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 21. Roche. 
ov 20 at 
Reynolds, Isaac. Bloomsbury-market, Bloomsbury-sq, Coal Merchant. 
Pet Oct 21, Roche. Nov6ati2. Brighton, Bishopsgate-st. 
Rigg, Chas Merit, Queen’s-rd, Norland-sq, Doctor. Pet Oct 21. 
Roche. Nov6 atll. Lewis & Co, Old J Jewry. 
Robson, John Geo, Dentford-creek Wharf,Coal Merchant. Pet Oct 
22. Roche. Nov ilatll, Moss, Gracechurch-st. 
Search, Hy, Seven, Camberwell-rd, Butcher’s Foreman. Pet 
Oct 21. Murray. Nov 6 at !. Keene & Marsland, Lower T' 
Shillabeer, Wm, Peel-rd, Kilburn-pk, Builder, Pet Oct 21. Roche. 
Nov ll at 11. Matthews & Co, Arthur st, West. 
Teasdale, Jas ‘Thos, Water-st, Bridge- st, Blackfriars, Dealer in Drug- 
= Sundries, Pet Octl9. Roche. Nov 6 at |. Bacon, Old 
ewry. 
Tarner Thos, Weybridge, pt nan in Fish. Pet Oct 21, Roohe- 
Nov6at 12. Begbie, Essex-st, Strand. 
Turpin, Benj, Dalston-ter,  hagog out of business, Pet Oct 
22. Roche. Nov llatil. Johnson, Clifford’s-ion. 
Wyeth, Thos, Wenlock-rd, City-rd, Carman. Pet Oot 18. Roche. 
ov6ati2. Angell, Guildhall-yd. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Allen, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Accountant. Pet Oct 21. Phillips. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Nov 9 at LL Jackson, Hall. 
Barker, sheeph, Birkenhead, Chester, Grocer. Pet Oct 19, Lpool, 
Nov 5 at 12. Bretherton & Co, Lpool. 
Blanchard, John » Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Oot 
18, Lpool, Nov 5 at 11. 
Bond, Mark, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet Oct 22. Roberts. 
Newport, Nov 5 at 12. , ord, Nee Newport. 
Brennan, Martin, Bristol, Cal Maker. Pet Oct 23. Wilde. Bris- 
tol, Nov 6 at 11. Clifton, Bristol, 
Baber, J John, o- writ for Debt, Exeter. Pet July 19. Pearce, East 
ehouse, Nov 6 at 
cattley, Randolph, Pascese for Debt, Lewes. Adj Oct 17, Evershed. 
n, Nov Il at 11. Rennes, © ton, 
Cham! may rons re, nr Redcar, 3) Painter. Pet 
Oot a. "Crosby. poverty sg Nov7 at 1 Dobson, Middles- 
oug’ 
Clarke, Arthur » Derby, Builder. Pet Oct 22. Tudor. 
Birm, Nov bat li, th, Derby. 
Clarke, Hy, Swansea, rgan, TTicensed Victualler. Pet Oot .22. 
Morris. cea ond ad Smith, Swansea, 
Cole, Wm, jun, Witchford, Cambridge, "Farmer. Pet Oct 17. Hall. 
Ely, Nov 7 at 11. Cross, Ely. 
Cooper, Eliza Frances Henrietta, Widecombe-in-the-Meor, Aceeartens 
meres pene al Pet Oct 22. Exeter, Nov7 atl). Goatly, Bow-st, 
One, John Win, my ton Magna, Leicester, Baker. Pet Oct 31. 
Ingram. ov9at10. Owston, Leicester. 


Croft Phebe, Prisoet for Debt, Chester. Adj Oct 14. Lpool, Nov 7 
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is iio thaeeal 1, Shipowner. Pet Oct 7. Wilde. Bristol, 
oy Sat tile Miller, Bristol. 
Dale, Joseph, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, pose oe hg oe Pet Oct 19. 
Keary. cutee Ok Nov 9 at 11. 
, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. aaj “Oct “a alton. Sal- 
ford, Nov 9 at 9.30. 
Ellen, Geo, Faversham, oe ragetaen Adj Oct 18. Tassell. Faver- 
sham, Nov 6 at 12. Giraud 
Ellis, John, Paignton, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oot 23. Bryett. 
Totnes. Nov 5Satll. Michelmore, Totnes. 
Glamorgan, Farmer. Pet Oct 21. 
Raby, Cardiff. 
Evens, Mary, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Lancaster, Boarding-house 
Pet Gct 21. Murray. Manch, Nov 6 at li. Eltoft & 


Hampson, Manch. 
Genders, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, : en Adj Oct 19. Tudow, Birm, 


Nov8 at 12. James & Griffin 

Gibbon, Wm, Thorparch, York, Farmer. Pet Oct 22. Leeds, Nov 4 
a ty Stafford, Cattle Dealer. Pet Oc 

Sales, ohn, jun, ys le t 22. 

Cheadle, Nov 12 at 11. Tennant, Han’ ~f 

Fe ny win Hy, Birm. a ene 22 (for pau). Hi Birm, Nov 6 at 
12, James & Griffin, Bi: 

Hollinshead, Benj, Ogley "Hay, Stafford, Carrier. Pet Oct 21. Birch. 
Lichfield, Nov 8 at i, Ww Ison, Lichfield 

Jose, Jovathan, jun, ardreath, Cornwall Draper. Pet Oct 22. 
Carlyon. St Austell, Nov 8 at 12. Sobey, Fowey. 

Kentfield, John, Chichester, Sussex, no trade. Pet Oct 18. Sowton. 
Chichester, Nov 6 at 12. Titchener, Chichester. 

Kirby, Jas, Leicester, Beerhouse Keéper. Pet Oct 21. Ingram. Leices- 
ter, Nov9 at 10. Owston, Leicester. 

Lambton, John Geo. Prisoner for Debt, Durham. Adj Oct16. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov6 atl. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Liptrot, Thos Jas, St Helens, Lancaster, Grocer’s Assistant, Pet Oct 

22. Ansdell. St Helens, Nov 6at il. Beasley, St Helens. 
Mackle, Jas O’Neill, Garston, nr l, Victualler. Pet Oct 
16. Lpool, Nov7 at 11. Best, Lpool. 
Malpass, Hy, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer’s aeniatent. Pet Oct 28. Challi- 
nor. Hanley, Nov 9 at 11. Tennant, Hanl 
McLean, Alex, jun, Weston, Chester, Hay Dealer. Pet Oct 12. Nichol- 
son. Runcorn, Nov 16 at 10. Fletcher, Northwich. 
MeParlin, Maria, Lpool, Milliner. Pet Oct 23. Hime. Lpool, Nov 6 
at 3. Yates, Lpool. 
Morgan, Thos, Aberaman. ee, * Sinker. Pet Oct 19. Rees, 
Aberdare, Nov 7 at 12. Rosser, A 
Morris, Thos, & Anne Morris, Mochdre, nr Conway, Shopkeepers. 
Pet Oct 19. Hughes. Conway, Oct 28at1ll. Jones, Conway. 
Mottershead, Edwd, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 23. Tudor. 
Birm, Nov 8 at 12. Spilebury, Stafford. 
Mann, Chas, Lindsey, Suffolk, out of business. Pet Oct!8. Newman, 
Hadleigh, Nov 4 at 3. Hill, Ipswich. 
Odell, Wm, Childer Thornton, Chester. Pet Oct 23. Lpool, Nov 5 at 
12. Richardson & t Ang Lpool, 
, Dashwood, Hope, Flint. Surgeon’s cm Pet Oct 22. Edg- 
worth. Wrexham, Nev 8atil. Jones, Wrexham. 
a Hy, Moxley, Stafford. Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 21. Wal- 
1, Nov 6 tr 12. Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 
‘obias, Barnack, Northampton, Stonemason. Pet Oct 21. 
Pinel Stamford, Nov I! at Ll. Stapleton, Stamford. 
Pittam, John, Bilston, Stafford, Wire Drawer. - Oct 19. 
Wolverhampton, Nov 5 at 12, Stratton, Stratto: 
Plank, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Carpenter. ” Pet Oct 21. Tudor. 
Birm, Nov 8 at 12. Barrew, Wolverh 
Pratt, David, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Peet Oct 22. Tudor. Birm, 
Nov 8 at (2. Southall & Nelson, Birm. 
Rees, Griffith, Swansea, Glamorgan, Builder. Pet Oct 16. Morris, 
Swansea, Nov 6 at 2. Morris, Swansea. 
Retallack, Wm, Mawnan, Cornwall, Coal Dealer. Pet Oct 21. Tilly. 


Falmouth, Nov 5 at lt. Pender, Falmouth. 
— A John, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Nov 15. Leeds, Nov 


Rule, A. Hulme, Lancaster, Iron see. Pet Oct 22. Hulton. 
Salford, Nov 9 at 9.30. Stringer, Man 
Mn Oct 23. Wilde. 


Brown, 


Savage, Jas, Cardiff, — Sail “Maker. 
Bristol, Nov 6 at i. Ingledew & Ince, Ca 
~, Jas Geo, Hardwa: , Southampton, out of teenies. Pet Oct 22. 
Howard. Portsmouth, Nov !4 at 12. Wallis, Portsmouth. 
Scales, Geo, Gissing, Norfolk, Dealer » Cattle. Pet Oot 23. Lyus. 
Harleston, Nov9 atll. Ga 
Shuter, eee Sa Filey, York, "Ledgiig-howse Keeper. Adj Oct 
Nov 4 at 
_—— Thos, Horton, York, Coal ee: Pet Oct 17, Leeds, Nov7 
ss & Tempest, 
siento Geo, Birm, Beerhouse Hepes: Pet Oct 23. Hill. Birm, 
6 at 1). Jacques, Birm. 
Stabe, Eliza, Rochdale, Lancaster, Confectioner. Pg Oct 19. Jack- 
son. Rochdale, Nov 12at 11. Standrin 
Stubley, Joseph, Batley, York, Woollen Sp nner. Pet Oct 22, Leeds, 
Nov7atil. Schole' eld, Dewsbury. 
=. John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, out of business. Pet Oct 18. 
— Wol lverhampton, Nov 5 at 12, Thurstans, Wolverhamp- 
Tapman, Aaron, Chesterfield, Derby, Hairdresser. Pet Oct 22. Leeds, 
Nov 6 at 12. Hopkinson, Chesterfield. 
U , Geo, Rugby, Warwick, Grocer. Adj Oct tg (for pau). 
Hubbard. Boey: Nov 5atil. Overell, Leamingto 
by = Say > tee Grocer, PetOct2l: Hime. Lpool, Nov 4at 3. 
rker 
Wheatetene’ Ri micha, Fownhope, Hereford, kg mang Merchant. Pet Oct 
22. Hill. Birm, Nov 6 at iM, Suckling, 
Wheatstone, Wm, Dinedor Mill, Herefo: ons t of business. Pet Oct 
21. Hill. Birm, More aris. James & n, Birm 
Williams, Thos, Lpool, Relieving Officer. Pet Oct 22. Hime. Lpool, 
Nov 5at 3. Henry, Lpool. 
Winterbottom, Jas, Saddieworth, York. Labourer. Pet a 21. Sum- 
merscales. Saddleworth, Nov 6 at 12, Ascroft, Oldha 
Yates, Thos Chadwick, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet Oot 21 (for 


pan). ee anot, Nov 5 at 9.30, yo Manch. 





Young, Hy, Redditch, Worcester, Needle Finisher. Pet Oct 2.2 
Browning. Redditch, Nov li atll. Simmons, Redditch. 
Yoxall, Geo, Crewe, Chester, Auctioneer. Pet Oct 22. Lpool, Now 7 
Bent, Winsford, 
Tuxspar, Oct. 29, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
Balfour, Lewis, jun, Spring- ing-grove, out of business. Pet Oct 26. 
Murray. Nov 13 at 1. id & Butty, Tokenhouse-yard. 
Barnaby, Hy, Griffin-rd, Plumstead, Milkman. Pet Oct25. Murray. 
Nov !3 at 1. Hughes & Muskett, Waterloo-pl. 
Bates, Wm Geo, Queen-st, Brompton, Journeyman Carpenter. Pet 
Oct 26. Murray. Nov I8 at 12. Sibley, Doughty-at. 
— Geo, Erith, Kent, Bricklayer. Pet Oct 25. Murray. Nov 1% 
ati. Gibson, Abchurch- lane. 
om, Walter, West-green, Tottenham, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Oct 
‘Murray. Nov 18 at 12, o> Old Broad-st. 
mu Hy Alfred, Pearson-st, Kingsland-rd, eut of business. Pet 
Oct 24. Murray. Nov 13atll. Spiller & Son, a 1, Finsbury. 
o> Edw, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 2 he. Nov 
at 
Panny ‘Geo Enoch, Kings’s-rd, Chelsea, Mechanical Engineer. Pet 
Oct 26, Murray. Nov 13 at 12, Clarke, Dean’s-ct, St Paul’s- 
churchyard, 
omy = Heathfield, Sussex, Nurseryman,. Pet Oct 25. Murray. 
Nov 13 at 1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers 
Hampton, Geo, Brighton, Sussex, —- Pet Oct 26. Murray. Nov 
13at12. Linklaters & Co, Walbroo 
Harrison, Geo Hy De Strabolgie Neville Plantagenet, Bedford-row, 
Genealogist. Pet Oct'26. Murray. Nov !8at il. Prance, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 
Isaacs, Abraham, King’s Warden, Hertford, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Oct 24. Murray. Nov 13 at 12, Hicklin, Trinity-sq, Borough. 
Kempen, Lemuel Hy Van, Pownall-rd, Dalston, mm Agent, 
Pet Oct 26. ianay. Nov 13 at |. Wheatley, Symonds-inn, 
Chancery-lane. 
Lampitt, Dan!, Midburn-st, Somers-town, Painter. Pet Oct 25. Mur- 
ray- Novi3at12. Wright, Chancery-lane. 
Lidbury, Edmd, Stratford, Essex, Fishmonger. Pet Oct 25. Murray. 
Pid 18 * il. ” Ripping, North-buildings, Eldon-st. 
rlow, Alfred John, Windmill-row, Kennin; green, Kennington, 
Saddler, Pet Oct 26. Murray. Nov 13 at agg a ne & Buckland, 
Queen-st. City. 
Milburn, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 24 (for pau). 
owe @ Nov 13 at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basing. 
Monn ‘Karl, Auckland-st, Vauxhall, Baker. Pet Oct 17. Roche. Nov 
13 at 1. ‘Hillearys & Tunstall, Fenchurch-bidgs. 
Mosedon, Benj Joseph, Minories, Warehouseman, Pet Oct 25. Pepys. 
Nov 14 at1%. Murray, Gt St Helens. 
Newton, Geo Hy, Norway Wharf, Hertford-rd, Kingsland, Fire Wood 
Dealer. Pet Oct 23. Murray. Novy 13at 11. Thomas & Ho ollams, 


Mincing-lane. 

Parker, Wm Lacey, Beaumont-mews, High-st, Marylebone, Cab 
— Pet Oct 26. Murray. Nov 18 at 12, Wright, Bleoms- 

ury-s 

Feortan, “Sense Emanuel Vander, Frith-st, Soho, Boot and Shoe « 
Maker, PetOct25. Murray. Nov 13 at 12. Maniere, Gt James-st, 
Bedford-row. 

Smith, ame E Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 25 (for pau). Mur- 

ray. 20 atl. George, Fenchureh-st. 

Smith, W “4 Mill-st, Bermondsey, out of business. Pet Oct 24. Pepys. 
Nov l4at 12. Pittman, Gui “0 

Thwaites, Gee Wm, Hastings, Publican. Pet ‘Oct 28. Murray. Nov 
lt atl. Trimmer, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Towlson, John, Norwich, Engineer. Pet Oct 24. Murray. Nov 13 
atll, Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Wild, Jonathan, White Horse-rd, Croydon, Painter. Pet @et 26. Mur- 
ray. Nov !8atli. Hogan, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Abbott, Wm, Salford, Brickmaker. Pet Oct 24. Hulton. Salford, 
Nov 9 at 9.30. Ward, Salford. 

Allason, John, Maryport, Cumberland, Buteher. PetOct 25. Waugh. 
Cockermouth, Nov 11 at 3. Ramsay, Cockermoa 

Atkins, Robt, Writtle, Essex, out of employment. Pet Oct 23. Gepp. 
Chelmsford, Nov 9 at 11. Blyth, Chelmsford. 

Banks, John, Bishop Auckland, Durham, gS Pet Oct 25. 
Trotter. Bishop Auckland, Nov 8 at 10. ‘Brignall, Durham. 

Bell, Wm, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Pet Oct 26. Davies. Weston-super-Mare, Nov ll at 11. Benson, 
Bristol, 

Bennett, Thos, Barnsley, York, Shopkeeper. Pet Oct 24, Shepherd. 
Barnsley, Nov 12atii. Hamer, Barnsley. 

Bradley, John, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Pilot. Pet Oot 23. 
Southgate. Gravesend, Nov !! at 12. Sharland, Gravesend, 

Davies, John, Newtown, Montgomery, Plumber. Pet Oct 25. Woos- 
nam. Newtown, Nov i12atll. Jones, Newtown 

Dudbridge, Stephen Jas, & John Dudbridge, Stroud, Gloucester, 
nen Pet Oct 25, Wilde. Bristol, Nov 8 at ll. Fisher, 
Strou 

Dyer, Andrew, Devizes, Wilts,Surgeon. Pet Oct 25, Wilde. Bristol, 
Nov 8atll. Abbott & Leonard, Bristol. 

Elliott, John, Upper Arley, Stafford. Farmer. Pet Oct 25. Tudor. 
Birm, Nov 8 at 12. Corbett, Kidderminster. 

English, Frederic, Exeter, Book-keeper. Pet Oct 26. Daw. Exeter, 
Nov 12 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Everitt, Chas, Chichester, Police Officer. Pet Oct 23. Sowton. Chi- 
chester, Nov 6 at 11.30. Titchener, Chichester.” 

Everton, Edwd, Birm, = of business. Pet Oct 25. Tudor. Birm 
Nov 8 at 12. East, B 

Floud, Jonathan Spencer, oo hire, Writing Master. Pet Oct 25. Guest. 
Birm, Nov 22at 10. Duke, Birm. 

Gardener. Hy, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet Oct 28. Leeds, Nov 20 at 12. 
Sugg, She’ jeld. 

Gee, Sami, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Joiner. Pet Oct 22. Hubbersty. 
Burton-on-Trent, Nov qt aa Wilson, Lichfield. 

Goodall, Jas, Staly r, Stationer. Pet Oct 23. Worthing- 
ton. “Ashte: mn-under- — 4 at 12. Chorlton, Manch. 
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Tr Wm, Buxton, Derby, Coach Builder. Pet Oct 25. Macrae. 

Manch, Nov l4at 11, Boote & Rylance, Manch. 

Hall, Geo, Leeds, out of business, Pet Oct25, Leeds, Nov llat1l. 
Harle, Leeds. 

Hampson, Jas, Jas Bromiley, & Hy Hampson, Gerald Gee Cross, 
Wernerth, Chester, Hat Manufacturers. Pet Oct 26. Murray. 
Manch, Nov 13 at 12. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. : 

Harlow, John Tertius, Aston, Warwick. Pet Oct 25. Hill. Birm, 
Nov 8at 12. Rowlands, Birm. 

Hawke, Thos Martin, St Day, Cornwall, Plumber. Pet Oct 19. Peter. 
Redruth. Nov 9 at il. Trevena, Redruth. 

Ingram, Mary Ann, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Oct 16. South- 
gate. Gravesend, Nov 4 at 12, 

Jeffery, Peter, Pembury, Kent, Farmer. Pet Oct 25. Alleyne. Tun- 
bridge Wells, Nov li at 3. Cripps, Tanbridge Wells. 

Jepson, Hy, Derby, Manager. Pet Oct 7 (for pau). Weller. Derby, 
Nov 21 at lv. Briggs, Derby. 

Jerram, Saml, Lower Broughton, nr Manch. Pet Oct 26. Murray. 
Manch, Nov ll at1ll. Jones, Manch, 

Jones, Jas, Handsworth, Staffurd, Comm Agent. Pet Oct 24. Guest. 
Birm, Nov 22at 10. Duke, Birm. 2 

Kent, Wm Bennett Willetts, Plymouth, Devon, Watchmaker. Pet 
Oct * Pearce. East Stonehouse, Nov 13 at 1!, Robins, Ply- 
mouth. 

Lane, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj Oct 14 (for pau). Blake. 
Newport, Nov !l at ll. Hooper. Newport, 

Lees, Wm, Rusholme, Lancaster, out of business. Pet Oct 25, Southern. 
Altrincham, Nov 12 at 11. Gardner, Manch. 

Locke, Jas, Kingsdown, Bristol, Perfumer. Pet Oct 25. 

Bristol, Nov 15 at 12. Roper. 

Nayler, John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj Oct17. Barnes. 
Colchester, Nov 9 at 12. 

Norton, Geo Fredk, Derby, Music Master. Pet Oct 24. Weller. 
Derby, Nov 21 at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Nann, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich. Pet Oct 16(for pau). Reeve. 
Woodbridge, Nov 14 at 3. Jennings, Ipswich. 

Palmer, Wm, Midd'eton, Durham, Joiner. Pet Oct 25. Dar- 
lington, Nov ii at 10. Nixon, Darlington. 
Puttison, Jeremiah, Prisoner for Debt, Morpeth. Adj Oct 18. Brumell. 

Morpeth, Nov 15 at 10. Lynn, Blyth. 

Pickersgill, Miles, Leeds, Saddler. Pet Oct 24. Leeds, Nov 14 at 11. 

Blackburn & son, Leeds. 


Harley. 


Bowes. 


Plackett, Wm Jas, Long Eaton, Derby, Grocer. Pet Oct 21. Weller. 
Derby, Nov 2l at 12. Cranch, Nottingham. 
Price, John, Rbayader, Radnor, Chemist. Adj Oct 15. Jones. 


Rhayader, Nov 13 at 12. Cheese, Rhayader. 

Roberts, Robt, Manch, Assistant Hatter Pet Oct 26. Hulton. Sal- 
ford, Nov 9 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Roberts, Wilkes, Abergele, Denbigh, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 24. Sisson. 
Rhyl, Nov 13 at 12. Jones, Cunway. 

Rees, Joseph Benj, Swansea, Glamorgan, Builder. Pet Oct 25. Wilde. 
Bristol, Nov 8 atil. Brittan & Son, Bristol. 

Rees, Benj, Ystrad, Glamorgan, Draper. PetOct22. Wilde. Bristol, 
Nov8 at ll. Press & Co, Bristol. 

Sage, Sam!, Stoke Gabriel, Devon, Labourer. Pet Oct 24. Bryett. 
Totnes, Nov 9 at 11. Michelmore, Totnes. 

Skellye, John Shelly, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Pet Nov 15. Porter. 
Chester, Nov 1] at 12. Ellethorne, Manch. 

Smith, Fredk Broad, Droitwich, Worcester, out of business. Pet Oct 
25. Crisp. Worcester, Nov ll at il. Tree, Worcester. 

Squaglia, Paul, Birm, Figure Maker. Pet Uct 25, Hill. Birm, Nov 
13 at 12. Harrison, Birm. 

Taylor, Wm, Taunton, Somerset, Tailor. Adj Oct 19. Giles. Taunton, 
Nov9atil. Trenchard, Taunton. 

Thornton, Isaac, Cleckheaton, York, Machine Maker. Pet Oct 28, 
Leeds, Nov !4at 11. Jackson, Cleckheaton. 

Williams, David, Treorky, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet Oct 14. Wilde. 
Bristol, Nov 8 at 11. Price, Pontypridd. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fray, Oct. 25, 1867. 


Coutts, Jas, Plumstead, Baptist Minister. Oct 22. 
Truelove, Jas, Dorking, Surrey, Butcher. Sept 27. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
osals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
nterests, or other adequate securities. 

% Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm :— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (stale shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


2 gpm GREEN (many years with the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to \he advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement 
only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. Parlia- 
mentary notices specially considered. 





PxvrosaL For Loan on MortGaces. 








XREEMASONS’ TAVERN COMPANY, Great 
Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn.—The Directors beg to announce 
that the Freemasons’ Tavern having been entirely rebuilt is now replete 
with every accommodation for public and private DINNERS, Balls, Con- 
certs, Meetings, Arbitration and Consulting Rooms, &c. The new hall, 
capable of dining 509 persons, and the various reception-rooms are the 
most elegant and convenient in London, The establishment can be 
inspected and arrangements entered into upon application to the 
Manager, CHARLES GOSDEN. 
Wedding Breakfasts provided. 


f 1° LAW STATIONERS’ ASSISTANTS.— 

Wanted, by a first-class Firm, a person of good address and 
thoroughly conversant with Parliamentary business, as Manager, 
character must be unexceptionable—Address, with fvll particulars as 
to age, previous engagements, &c., to A. Z., care of Messrs, C. Mitchell 
& Co., 12, Red Lion-court, Fleet-street, B.C. 


HE GUINEA WALLSEND COLLIERY COM. 

PANY, LIMITED, continue to deliver their celebrated GUINEA 

COALS, at 21s. per ton, all the year round, for cash on or before delivery, 
No agents.—Only Office, 28, Regent-street, Piccadilly, S.W. 


RTIFICIAL TEETH.—G. H. Jones, Working 

Dentist, begs to call attention to his self-adhesive Incorrodibie 

Mineral Teeth, warranted in every respect; sets from £5.—56, Great 
kussell-street (opposite the British Museum Entrance). 


EDIGREES COMPILED, Arms found and em- 

blazoned in proper colours, every information relating to lineage, 
manors, churches, fisheries, and lands. The advertiser is in possession 
of information extracted frem the public records during a search ex- 
tending over many years, which is hitherto entirely unknown.—Address, 
Mr. Puicirpe, 48, Bedford-row. 


yates AND ALEXANDER 
A. PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 


Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 























ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS 
FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
PRICE IF PUT TO ACCOUNT, 

10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies, 

8 PAZES.....0006 £2 28. Os. £2 3s. 6d. £2 4s, 6d. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 

Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 

7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


50 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d. setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., i6s., and 18s. per dozen, White Bone Knives 
pont pata 9d, and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing [ronmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail, 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 


to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, King’s. 
£4 284 8824 £8. 4 

Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oandi is 0 280 300 
Dessert ditto ..seceseeeee 1 0 Oand}) 10 0 115 0 2.2 0 
Table Spoons .....esseeee 110 Oandll8 0 280 38098 
Dessert ditto .o..eeeeeeee 1 0 Oandi lO O 115 0 22 86 
Tea SPOONS wescseeeseeeee O12 Oando 1s O 13 6 110 0 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


“po SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
Established nearly 50 years, Orders above £2 sent 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 


PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000. 


RESERVE FOND, £250,000. 





DIRECTORS. © 


NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esa. JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esq. JOHN FLEMING, Esq. 

JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. H. C. E, CHILDERS, Esq., M.P. FREDERICK HARRISON, Esq. 
THOS. TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esq. COLES CHILD, Esq. WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esq. 
PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esq. | WILLIAM NICOL, Esq. 


Trustees, 


P. P. BLYTH, Esq. 


J. W. BURESTER, Esq. 


W. CHAMPION JONES, Esq. 


Auditors, 


WILLIAM NORMAN, Esq. 


RICHARD H. SWAINE, Esq. 


General Manager. 
WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esq. 


Chie Inspector. 
W. J. NORFOLK, Esq. 
Inspectors of Branches. 
H, J, LEMON, Esq., and C. SHERRING, Esq. 


Assistant General Manager. 
WILLIAM HOWARD, Esq. 
| Solicitors. 


Chief Accountant 
JAMES GRAY, Esq. 


Messrs. WILKINSON & Co, 


Secretary. 
F, CLAPPISON, Esq. 





HEAD OFFICE, 21, LoMBARD STREET. 
HOLBORN BRANCH, 324 and 325, High Holborn. 





THE LONDON AND COUNTY BANK OPENS DRAWING ACCOUNTS with Commercial Houses end Private Individuals, either upon the 
plan usually adopted by other Bankers, or by charging a small Commission to those persons to whom it may not be convenient to sustain an agreed 


permanent balance. 


DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS,—Deposit Receipts are issued for sums of Money placed on these Accounts, and Interest is allowed for such periods and 
tsuch rates as may be agreed upon, reference being had to the state of the Money Market. 
CIRCULAR NOTES AND LETTERS OF CREDIT are issued, payable in the principal Cities and Towns of the Continent, in Austra‘ia, Canada, 


rr we China, the United States, and elsewhere. 


E PURCHASE AND SALE OF GOVERNMENT and other STOCKS, of English or Foreign Shares, effected, and the Dividends, Annuities, 


&c., received for Customers of the Bank. 
. GREAT FACILITIES are also afforded to the C 





s of the Bank (for the Receipt of Money from the Towns where the Company has 


ranches, 
THE OFFICERS OF THE BANK are bound not to disclose the transactions of any of its Customers. 


By Order of the Directors, 
W. M‘KEWAN, General Manager. 











RIENTAL BANK CORPORATIUN. 
Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1351. 
Paid-up Capital £1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £441,000. 


COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CaatnMan—HARRY GEURGE GORDON, Esq. 
Depury-CaainmMaN—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 
James Blyth, Esq. Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
John Binny Key, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 
Charles J, F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 


BANKERS, 
The Bank of Engiand; The Union Bank of London. 


The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 
Bombay, Calcntta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbo rne, and Sydney, on terms 
Which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 
or the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 

They undertake the agency of parties connected with India. the pur- 
Chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
paper, the receipt of interest dividends, pay, pensions, &c., 2ad the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days' 
Notice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascer- 
tained on application at their office. 


Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 
Threadneedle-street, London 1867, 








HE LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY, 








Offices, Dale-street, Liverpool; 7, Cornhill, and Charing Cross, 
ndon, 
The Invested Funds now to 23,251,334 
The Fire Revenue t0...cc...cscssessecsessesesssersceeees 818 055 
And that of the Life to cesses (254,397 








The moderate rates of premium, with a guaranteed fixed Bonus for 
the Life Policies of this Company, and their value as SPECIAL 
SECURITIES to third parties, render them particularly advantageous. 
Whole world leave is granted on reasonable terms, and claims are paid 


y days admission. 
JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary. 





Lo AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 


BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, A gra, 

Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Crrrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doves not fall below £100. 

Derosirs received tor fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
Até ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto, 

ExceptionaL Rates for longer periods than twelve months, partic ulars 
of which may be obtained on applicativn. 

Bitxs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bilis purchased or sent 
for collection, 

SaLes anp PorcHasés effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and y;ensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency. 


British and Indian, transacted. 
M. BALFOUR, Manager. 





Dalia mea INVESTMENTS AT 7 PER CENT. 
AND UPWARDS. 





THE CEYLON COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Invest- 
ments on Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius at the rate of 7 per cent. 
with their guarantee. and at higher rates, according to circumstances, 
without such guarantee, 





DIRKCTORS. 
LawrorpD ActanD, Ksq., Chairman, 
Major General Henry Pe:ham Burn. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq., .P. 
Manager—C. J. Brains, Esq. 





Applications for particulars to be mide at the office of the Company, 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Bread-street, London. 
ec By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 
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NEW AND SIMPLE METHOD OF BOOK- 
KEEPING FOR SOLICITORS. Price One Shilling. Of the 
— ALFRED T. CRAIG, Accountant, 9, King’s-road, Bedford-row, 





8ve., cloth, lettered. price 10s., 


HE INFLUENCE OF THE MOSAIC CODE 
tie UPON SUBSEQUENT LEGISLATION. By J. BEN. MARSDEN, 
itor. 
Eenion: Hamittow, Apams, & Co., Paternoster-row; HatcHarp & Co., 
» Piccadilly. 


“In 2 vols., third edition, 40s., cloth, pp. 1,732. 
EACON’S LAW and PRACTICE of BANK- 
RUPTCY. By A. G. LANGLEY, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. This 
work contains upwards of 4,000 Cases, the Statutes, General Orders. 
Forms in Bankruptcy, and the County Court Bankruptcy Orders, 1863. 
London: Snaw & Sons, Botter-tene. 
This day i is published, price 30s., cloth, 
TREATISE OF THE LAW RELATING TO 
MERCHANT SHIPS and SEAMEN, in Six Parts, by CHARLES 
LORD TENTERDEN, late Chief Justice of ‘England, y te Eleventh Edi- 
tion by WILLIAM SHEE, one of the Justices of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench. In the Appendix ‘will be found the Statutes, including the Mer- 
chant Skipping Act, 1867, now in force relating to Merchant Ships and 
Seamen. the forms sanctioned by the Board of Trade under the Mer- 
chant seats Acts. and other forms of practical utility. 
London: Saw & Sons, Fetter-lane. 








HUNTER'S SUIT IN EQUITY.—Fonurth — 
This day is published, post 8vo., 10s., clot 

N ELEMENTARY VIEW OF THE PRO- 

CEEDINGS IN A SUIT IN EQUITY. With an Appendix of 

Forms. By SYLVESTER J. HUNTER, B.A.. of Lincoln’s Inn, Bar- 

rister-at-Law. Fourth edition, byG.W. LAWRANCE, M.A., of Lin- 
coln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law. 

London: Burrerworrss, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’ 's Law Publishers. 


This day is published, price 1s., sewed, 
'Y\HOUGHTS ON THE PRESENT STATE AND 
PROSPECTS OF LEGAL DISCONTENT, No. IX. 
Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 





Just published, price 10s. 64. 
SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 
ACTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 
of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES 
CUDDON, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at- Law. 
London: Srevens & Sons, Bell-yard. 





This day is published, 

A DIGEST of the PRINCIPLES and PRACTICE 

of COMMON LAW, CONVEYANCING, EQUITY, BANKRUPTCY, 
and CRIMINAL LAW. By C. H. ANDERSON, of the Inner Temple, 
Exq., Barrister-at-Law, Lecturer and Reader on Common Law to the 
Incorporated Law Society. In two volumes 8vo., cloth. Vol. I. (Com- 
mon Law, Conveyancing, Equity) price 15s. Vol. II. (Bankruptcy and 
Criminal Law) price 7s. 6d. 

*,* The work is in the form of Question and Answer, the questions 
being all those asked at the final Examination up tothe present time, 
with others selected to illustrate the various subjects. 

Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 


rice £2 15s. 
DIGEST, from Decem- 
ber, 1862, to November, 1867. This Digest contains the Reported 
Decisions of all the Superior Courts of England and Ireland, arranged on 
a new and peculiarly easy plan for reference. It now contains 6,500 





no es. 
The Digest will be forwarded for approval to any Legal Practitioner 
upon application to the Publishers, accompanied with eight stamps for 
posiage, upon the understanding that the ;Digest is te be returned to the 
Publi-hers within a week if not paid for. 
London: Stevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 





WENTY-SEGON Dal ANNUAL ISSUE. 

rPYHE LAWYERS’ COMPANION, DIARY, and 

LONDON and PROVINCIAL LAW DIRECTORY for 1868; con- 
taining Scales of Costs; Legal Time Tables; an Abstract of the most 
important Acts of the Session and Officers of the 
Houses of Lords and Commors, &c., &c., &c. Edited by FREDERICK 
LAWRENCE, of the Middie Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

The Work is strongly bound in cloth, and may be had as under: — 














a. a, 
No. 1. Plain, two days on a page 6 0 
2, Plain, two days on a page, interleaved for attendances .... 7 0 
3. Ruled with faint lines, and with or without money columns, 
two days on a pa 5 6 
4. Ruled with faint lines, ‘and with or without peer enemes, 
two days on a page, interleaved for attendances ...... sore 8 0 
5. Whole page for each day, plain... 716 
6. Whole page for each day, plain, interleaved for attendances 9 6 
7. Whole e for each day, ruled with faint lines, and with 
or without money columns 8 6 
8. Whole ¢ for each day, ruled with faint lines and with 
or wi t money columns, interleaved for attendances... 10 6 
9, Ruled biue lines, without money columns, three days on a 
0 





Penden; Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn, 





Now publishing, BE: or, Ti 
YHE ORATORS’ GUIDE; or, The PRACTICE 
and the POWER of ELOQUENCE, adapted to The Bar, The Senate, 
and The Pulpit; dedicated, with permission, to The Right Hon. W. 
Ewart Gladstone, M.P. By the Author of Standard Educational Works, 
London: Luyomans & Co., Paternoster-row. 


OCAL ENTERPRISE ENCOURAGEMENT 
4 COMPANIES.—Solicitors in Country Towns are invited to con- 
sider the plan ef these Companies, instructions for the formation of 
which are given in the New Edition, price 10s. 6d., ef Mr, SCRATCH. 
LEY’S ‘Treatise on Building Societies and Local Enterprise En- 


couragement Com) 
Larrtons, 150, Fleet-street. 


This day is published, in 8vo., 
HE CHARITABLE TRUSTS $ ACTS, 3 1853, 1855, 
1860; the Charity Commissioners Jurisdiction Act, 1862; the 
Roman Catholic Charities Acts; together with a collection of Statutes 
relating to or affecting charities, including the Mortmain Acts, portions 
ef the Church Building Acts, Acts relating to exchanges of land subject 
to charitable purposes, the Grammar and Endowed Schools Acts, and 
the Schools Sites Acts, with numerous other Acts, tables, &c. Second 
edition, with Notes of Cases and Precedents, by HUGH COOKE and 
R. G. HARWOOD, of the Charity Commission 
Stevens & Harnes, lI, Bell-yard, Temple Bar. 


THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


| Acad $ requisite under the above Act supplied on 
_4 the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the preper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER. 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches. 
Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 


Now ready, in 8vo, price 10s. 6d. cloth boards. 


TABULZ CURIALES. 
OR, TABLES OF THE SUPRRIOR COURTS OF WESTMINSTER 


HALL. 
Shewing the Judges whe sat in them in each Reign. 
From 1066 To 1864. 
With an ALPHABETICAL LIST ae i the JUDGES during the same 


By EDWARD FOSS, F.S.A.,of the Inner ‘Temple, Author of “ The 
J vages of En of England.” 














Lord St. Leonards. 
“T have long felt the want of such a work, and nothing could be more 
complete and perfect than you have made it.” 
Letter from the iate Lord Justice Turner. 
“The labour is really appalling that must have produced such a con- 
densed mass of information—an heir-loom attached for ever to our Judi- 
cial Establishment.”—Letter from Vice- Wood. 
JOHN MURRAY, Albemarle-street. 


HE LEGAL AND GENERAL DIARY 


AND 
COUNTY COURTS. GUIDE FOR 1868, 
Containing, among other useful information, Analysis of the— 
Acts of Parliament of the past Ses- | County Courts Information 
sion Interest Tables 


“It ought to be in every every Lawyer's Library.” 
Letter from 





Assurance Companies Lords, House of 
Bankers, Londen Metropolitan Police Courts and 
Cab Fares Boundaries 


Chancery Offices, with Hours of- | Post Office Information 
Attendance aud Holidays Stamp Duties corrected to the pre- 

Common Law Offices sent time 

Commons, House of 





Ruled blue lines, with or without a columns, Demy 8vo, Superior 














ick Paper. 

5. a 
Containing a week at an opening 2 6 
Half a page for each day 40 
Page for each day 6 0 
Diary arid Calendar only, cloth..... 1 6 

Printed and Published by Evison & Baipox (late J. Sullivan), 22 & 31, 
Chancery-lane, 





CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


CAN BE HAD AT THE OFFICE, 
OB THROUGH ANY BOOKS+LLSR, 
Price 3s, 6d. and 7s. 64, 





AW. —Country solicitors desirous of changing g their 
Town Agents may do so considerably to thelr advantage en appli- 
cation by letter to M, P., 107, Fleet-street, London. 








